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Abstract Soil orgamc matter is an important indicator’ of soﬂ fbl’ﬁﬂm and if; i necessary to improve the accura%of reglonal orgz&nlc matter spatial dlstrlbullon predlcuon In this

¥

study, we analyzed the organic matter content of 1 690/soil l?urfa(ie L%nners’f 020 em) and collected data on the natural en\ vironment and human activities in the Weining®Plain of the
'Yelle-w Rlve],Bdsm The $O0M bpdlldl distribution pledbcuon quel w;}s estdblished ml‘n 1 348 points using cladiical bIdllStlLS deterministic interpolation, geostatistical interpolation,
and mbchm’g leammg ',respectlvely and 342 sample points (l]_ala weredided as.t-h‘e te,st‘ 1o test and analyze the prediction accuracy of different models. The results showed that the
dvera‘ge SOM;'E'éntent of the 5urdee soil of the Weining Plain was 14. 34 g kg find the average soil organic matter variation across 1 690 sampling points was 34. 81%, indicating a
medium déglee of \drldbllm The results also revealed a spatial distribution trend , with low soil organic matter content in the northeast and southwest, high soil organic matter on the
left and Tlght banks of the Yellow River in the middle, and relatively high soil organic matter in the sloping terrain of the Weining Plain. The four types of methods in order of high to
low prediction accuracy were the machine learning method, geostatistical interpolation method, deterministic interpolation method, and classical statistical method. Through
comparison, the BP neural network that was improved based on the optimized sparrow search algorithm had the best prediction accuracy, and the optimized sparrow search algorithm
had better convergence accuracy, avoided falling into local optimization, prevented data overfitting, and had better prediction ability. This optimization algorithm can improve the
accuracy of SOM prediction and has good application prospects in soil attribute prediction.

Key words: soil organic matter(SOM) ; sparrow search algorithm ; BP neural network ; optimize; Weining Plain; digital soil mapping
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B . B AR B R AT S0 B, gk — 2 R
K
1.3.3 R4S I R A it —

Eﬁ%%éﬁ?%%f@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm%%m
PR % B SEUR AR Z REPERAE /W ik
H) 4 e 4 R ﬁTVHI%ﬁA@m%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
%ﬁfj&ﬂfﬁﬂ,‘u_w ., & _/'

(1) i 18 ﬂ@%%ﬁ%?iﬁmﬁ?ﬂ
s AR Y e G s R
45 1 OBl LA A 118,051 1 ZITHIGHE.
ﬁi*%ﬁﬂm%%%%ﬁ%% wm Ry

[ a-;'. = pA, (1 - xz,) (5)
‘W%p%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ,@%%%?ﬂﬁﬁm e
i, I H % w0 = 03, p=2.59 i A B0 IR0 28 i AT
T 5 )

(20 koHiE 3 AR g R MR A
DR A o T 82 H F— O S i 30 7 A ol
Bl B o, e o o 3 2 AL ) B T 4
i 3 IR A L7 T G033 7 R . 7 R B

M KRS, D REMmAE, HEERE
Db ) R 1) SR AR i, 52 A
w7 KHL PR R XG5S FE
[=1,e" (6)

A, hAEER R, WAHSG=040)7%
Ve, HAReRBA M, ABmEBE vyt
Wl R B, TR SO 23 BE A IR B B 1 R A 9 A
PR I WA T U 55, T L ' R A A R B LA A B
Ferk, ATBCE MR r RS 2 R B
B ZBUe'Vrij (7)
K, B NE KRG, RIOEUEAL (r=04b) 1M
gl
AL HARIEAR
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W i A s B T SO PR AR 4 R B R A L BP A 2 T8 255 14y A LI5S 1) 3 A TR

2863

x[=xi+ﬁ(xj—xi)+a(rand—1/2) (8)
A, o R R AR K RS A, o
Jy B K F, rand [0, 1] 1 IR D35 59 53 A 14 Bl AL
7.
1.3.4 E%“ﬁ”*’JL

Ve 28 3 48 31 o7 07 vk R £ 0 8 AP [l I A
MLRA) ;i 2 1
1 15 J5 ¥ v S B B AL E (inverse distance weighting,
IDW) . 4% [n] 3L pR 40 5 (radial basis functions, RBF);
48 T 4 H 7 ik th % 38 5T B A% (ordinary Kriging,
OK) LA J ¥ 38 £z /)N — 3¢ % (ordinary least squares,
OLS) &5 4 35 it v BLA% 4 {H (OLS-0K) 5 Ml 2 > %
FHAR AL BPNN A g % B 5 125

OK 72 L2 J5 22 o VB3 i g il 4y 2 o AR A8

T T AH X S BTG (A . OLS-OK 5 7 6 R H 38 38 £
ANk AT LR EA LTS PR I T A [ )T 95

(multiple linear regression analysis,

I, AR5 3 W [l 5 9T 00 &% 2R 8% 25 BT 23 ) 1A R
e, T AR X S S 45 2R 8 2 AT A

fif. FFHEEﬁMﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁE%&ﬁMﬁﬁ

BN, A5 5 1

F&) =m(x )—s(w) ,"-- 9

AT, ﬂwﬁﬁxQMi%FMﬁ@Mﬁ; v

ka@ﬂ%ﬂ%i%ﬁ,dwﬁm%

mm&%m [ /
T L R

E’Fﬁﬁx

*JL‘%%%% ‘j {zE'i’Jrka%%

}#Mmﬁmf ﬁmAl?%%ﬁmﬂﬁﬁiﬁp=

%HﬁﬁWMw¢Q%ﬂﬁ KT B Tk
FWﬁH%%A PUE — 165 1 S0 SOM 7 21 Ky
I 2% B 4, 7E Matlab R2021b Hk 2 Rl 5 25 ) 4%
AL I 2R PR B tainlm, 5 E 0SSR BCH
logsig, it 2 W05 pRECKH purehn TR0 s A A A
184k, iy B0 Sk 1 2 45 AL 2 KA 1000
W, A FN0.01, FRERWECH 100, #HidRE
T B 8 B 5 AR 15 2 /N B ) B )2 e R R Y
AR 2 SR, RAHE R 12.

OSSA-BPNN 7 15 e R FE Cubic M5 1 8 AL R EE
B4 RN R AR T, P AU B O Ak TR s R
AL & HATIE N, R A R R, SR
o0 1 b (A T BP 2 W 4%, SNl T4
BP it 28 [ 26 A 2 80 5 i SO — B, S5 R
{H7E GIS Hh AT ¥4k .

1.3.5 KiEEIEAH

TE GIS T R BEHL A 1 690 4> - HE AR A rh 42 it 24
20% (342 M) R SAE R BRIE S, R 0 2 A AR
Fetk, EREPLERIC R A oy A L, % B AH A

[EHE K F 1 km, HoA 1 348 AN FE piAE R s A55 05, il
b PR i 4 3 3R R A AL BT 0 A S I A P
#5551 1% 2% (mean absolute error, MAE) . F ¥ 40 %} 1%
MRE) . # 75 # i 22 (root
AH G 225 (r) FIAR IR — 2K

2% (mean relative error,

RMSE) .

mean square error,

M 48 & 2 %% (concordance correlation coefficient, CCC)
HEAT FIRS BE R . AR
RME=;ZH4—ZJ (10)
1| Z
MRE = ;Z (11)
1 2
RMﬁE-/nENZM—ZJ (12)
2po,0,
CCC = 3 (13)
o+ ol +(n, - m
K, ZOAS A KR SENE (g kg™) 5 Zo 2 FUNAE

(grkg™)s n o JH K 00 0 40 16 50 e om0 1T 7
%, o BT o TR EGAL) . u.
jﬂ¥i’ﬁﬁ{ﬂ'ﬁ%_ kg )., pﬁPearson*H?&%i&: E0)
i e | coc i b s 0 it
i%ﬁl,ﬂﬁ%%%ﬂﬁﬁhMEﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%f
58 22 5 /E@ :L‘iﬁ,% KN, RMSE‘EZ%&
#ﬁﬁ%m%ﬁﬂMﬁﬂf CCC %4 T MSE
Pearson HIXGZR S IBAFYL |08 T —F bl et
wﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁmhﬁ Jﬁ

%ﬁ%%@%%ﬁﬁf%ﬂm 1) 23 [f] 4
E%ﬁ&ﬁ%%@ml%MWW%@ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%
F, 1 Pearson M1 5 2 B 11 4 B A5 it 22 A 1 6
%, i GS+9.0 40 Hr SOM (1943 [6] [ AH ¢ & Moran’s [
1580

2 ZREHH

2.1 FEARHRMES T B

Goilsh B EH(FE2), 16904 KA S w(SOM)
IS4 R 14.34 g kg™, Fe/ME N 0.60 g-kg™!, K
{& 4 35.70 g- kg", A5 SRR 34.81%, Ry LB
(78 S Pk . SOM 5 t: 558 i A9 BF o 28 B4 T 3 SR
oo ELOR R i, B A X e 35 A T AR LU
m, ANTE eSS RS R ) SOM 22 4k, Rt
JRAS | Fr At Kb AR ) e (SOM)
f S S4B 43 9l 1551, 879, 8.33, 6.58, 14.48 I
14.48 g-kg™".

B 09 5x A A E SRR ASBUHE A
-0.18, WE)E N334, &t Kolmogorov-SmirnoV(K—S)
K5, P <0.05. K-S 56 76 FE A 5 AR I e, K
WS R K Uk, REREMAmE, WP<
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Moo 45 %

0.05, 6 56 &% J A 1) T 45 48 S5, A B S IR
MIEZSA A Bk, WA B L, AR
ZEH P <0.05, s SRt nT BE & AR N IE A A6 Y

Wit 2% Q-QKl, KM FTIERNSM. A
B 43 Moran’s T8 80 0.39, H:SOM & E A7
EINER P

®2 PRRXIEFNRSEHBESITHHE

Table 2 Descriptive statistic characteristics of SOM content

P B e j%“ff Ji‘ff P2 /quk{a B e s fﬂf;}‘ e
pIE %S 1348 0.60 35.70 24.94 14.35 -0.19 3.40 4.99 34.80
B uE 4 342 0.60 29.10 24.89 14.29 -0.12 3.12 4.99 34.91
£ 1 690 0.60 35.70 24.92 14.34 -0.18 3.34 4.99 34.81

2.2 EJ7FEREU T

53 G184 9k 7.810 F123.450, He4: 3500 66.7%,

IR SOM 25 22 B T4 R s (K 3), BF INTF 5%, FWHFSE X SOM B A A 25 72 )3 4 53 ] AH
FE XL R FE BT, 5 R AR 0.998, Hed: Ketk, AR T 647 m, 25[H] A AL R K.
F3 ITHEAVREFERHERRSH
Table 3 Parameters of the semi-variogram models for SOM
. e g (i A e O 5 e R M 5%
- (¢, (C,+C) [CI(C+O] /m (R?) (RSS)_
R 8.880 20.510 0.567 4505.00 ) 0.993 P 813
etk 10.230 21.749 0.530 439403 | 0.957 ,:5"'220
e T 10.210 20.430 0.500 365390 0.985 1860 ’
5% 7.810 23.450 A7 0.667 7 647 oo '| 10.998 0 ;87-*
23 ZouE A A 75), uﬂﬂ% %Z@Tﬁf/v;%i E&z?ﬂﬂgﬁrﬁ
%E@*ﬁlﬂkﬁﬁﬂ%‘zﬁﬁm, h./’ﬁﬂ:%i*-- B o ¥ % VY 7

2 lAﬁﬁaﬂ’Jq&BTf‘%é& ﬁﬁ/\ﬁﬁ T A

‘%E%ﬁﬁﬁ’]ﬁiﬂ fﬁ%ﬁoaﬁﬁ 71(4&
T B iﬁiﬁl%ﬂif@%'ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ ﬁﬂ’]ﬁlﬁ%
é&#EA‘P{Ei’Jk%OOS, 1 4 DL T

HﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁTXﬂﬁmMTﬁfi%%ﬁf'

A LU HEE S - B T 8 A D)
FT):# 7L E, KR KT 2 Wk R
(variance inflation factor, VIF) ¥ /N T 7.5 (VIF <

y = 403. 43449 955, g753x2+2 9823~ 5476x4+0 001-90;
oozx6+0 00 026,02x; - 0.000 064 55x3 3 89x"/
3114x10 - .

.y HR BB (g kg s x A pHAE, xzjﬂﬁ;ﬁ
, xstNDVI, MR L, s AT, x MR,

o NENE, whE R, xdyﬁﬁs‘i, o WA T

243 K Ho A% 2257 5 F1 o 30 974.109,  F{H R 312.391,

P<0.001, FBHRIH T 0.

x4 sEESEPIER"

Table 4 Process of multiple stepwise regression

KRAEAL T B N " N L2 45
fi T S TRIAEY oLy 1 P "
i 403.434 52.120 / 7.741 0.000 / /
X, -9.955 0.475 -0.343 -20.973 0.000 0.697 1.436
x, -0.753 0.350 -0.031 -2.153 0.031 0.914 1.094
Xy 2.982 0.559 0.087 5.331 0.000 0.694 1.442
x, -5.476 0.290 -0.326 -18.877 0.000 0.625 1.599
X 0.001 0.000 0.077 5.363 0.000 0.906 1.103
X -0.020 0.002 -0.226 -8.759 0.000 0.280 3.577
x, -2.602E-5 0.000 -0.094 -5.147 0.000 0.555 1.801
Xg -6.455E-5 0.000 -0.102 -5.237 0.000 0.493 2.029
Xy -3.890 0.239 -0.307 -16.257 0.000 0.524 1.910
£ -3.114 0.330 -0.179 -9.439 0.000 0.520 1.924
1)* /7 Je 7 BT I 1
2.4 TN Ab, H T v T A SOM ) B KA 1 <35.70g kg,
{1 1 7 Ff 7 1 %F SOM & f HEAT 0 . g & 5 7T Sl EML, SEXA —EES . IDW Al RBF
B, X7 RTINS YA SN TS0, R RBF BCAVAS A Al . IR T BT, MR 2 R
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P, IDW. RBF. OK Fl OLS-OK H& %1 §5i i 5F- 24 i %5
M AT, ifif MLRA . BPNN Al OSSA-BPNN J5 32 i il
S5 ROV B AR . 2 5 h OLS-OK Hlil 5 /ME H B T
FfH(-0.31), HA W WA, 58 & OLS-0K
R AR A A S, FEER
B, 200 (E X T 5T X P4 A SR A U 1 L
ASHERS BT

AN [ 55 R0 5 I T2 77 SF- . SOM 23 [i) 43 i 4n 5] 2
JE, 3K 7 O Uk O AR — 3, SOM S ]
Sy AR FRAE N AR ACER oV R M X AR, b fE]
FeAT iR A, M EAOT G2 % BT B b R R
F 5 [X SOM 75 1oy {B X 32 B2 45 A3 7 U0 3 3k XA
SR, RImBAE M, T R B
AL 5 A S AR,
BULATPY . 7R bl BEFI B B B DAL,

1&{3[_35%1%%?1@7](%
SEEERIES

(a) MLRA

N
A

0 20 km
[

e) OLS-OK ’

J‘ Ez“ Kﬁ*ﬁii‘ﬁ qsoM & 8

values of SOM content in different model’s

o B | r
25”@%%ﬁﬁm -

R E 4 3424 S BCHE , f 7 R B 7 5 1
WA ARIEAT A 1L, S5 R ILF 6. MRk A, MLRA
(1 4% 30K BE 56 b i 22, U8R ) 2 635 4 (A1 1 46 7
HEAT SOM TH I F4) RS B 15 B I, IDW 5 RBF #f 2 1 N
e TG BE RS AT T OK MBS0, (H AR R A
OLS-OK 7 i A% B 32 iy 4 #h 7 % &5, {HAK T OSSA-
BPNN, UEHKLSE 2 017 50 HUAS R0, JH TR 22

®5 PREIEENRSEFNLE RGEIHHE/g ke
Table 5 Statistical characteristics of soil organic

matter content predicated result/g- kg™

Ty /A LION] V-3 fE
MLRA 0.10 35.70 11.34
IDW 0.61 35.65 13.56
RBF 0.54 36.58 13.46
0K 2.34 26.56 13.47
OLS-0K -0.31 30.33 13.59
BPNN 0.35 28.46 11.93
0SSA-BPNN 2.61 20.95 11.55

| [ Fig. 2 Spatlal dlslrlhuljgn ofpredrcl.

Ul . mEXALRER., RHRSFRRDA,
= T RE T 51K 1D e Vb s A e 2, R
TR LUBY KL 22, 198 5t M BE 9 B K I BRI =
AL BSR4 i W AR X B A
- DA

(c) RBF

®(SOM)/g-kg™!
w

(g) OSSA-BPNN %

|EH,&HE

WA 16 — 3. N [F] 1000 452 % RMSE Fil MAE HEJ7 45
JHBH K N . MLRA>RBF>IDW>0K>BPNN>OLS-0K
>0SSA-BPNN; MREHEF KK A : MLRA>IDW>O0K>
RBF>0LS-OK>BPNN>0SSA-BPNN; i — & i B X 7
R0 7 2 v OSSA-BPNN TG 2 5 i . MAAH 56 &R
orok &, MLRA LM A G M R A I . OSSA-
BPNN 2 fi i, 15t W 3 aok o5 3 AR 6 48 R B 1 A AR
b BP 1 25 [0 £ 5 1245 3] ) T 4 5 5 A S5 0 4 2 i)

[ 7 1 AT B TN B, 31X 5 k[ 14,20,31,32]1 ) AH P e 1
B FMEDEEERETSE
Table 6  Statistic characteristics of precision indexes of prediction model

A S se) ORI LIRS AR e
MLRA 5.36 59.24 391 0.45 0.486
IDW 3.75 39.02 2.80 0.70 0.758
RBF 3.79 38.32 2.84 0.72 0.755
OK 3.72 38.73 2.77 0.70 0.761
OLS-0K 3.56 35.78 2.66 0.75 0.787
BPNN 3.63 34.48 2.68 0.71 0.781
OSSA-BPNN 3.37 33.84 2.52 0.76 0.801
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3 it IR AR B, MHLAS S 2T B AR B A LG R

3.1 TR ARORS R K s K R

Sk it — 2 ISR ) 7 TR % SOM S
(BRI STOI(E EA T 2R ML G, S5 AR 3 iR . AT
A, BR MLRA % SOM 52 I A # 751 I {E 2 8] R*AIK T
054, HA4vrik RR¥ % T 0.5, OLS-OK. BPNN
OSSA-BPNN ¥ 7£ 0.6 Lk I~ . MLRA 8 & 5% R % 25,
IDW. RBF. OK#IGRCRILNT, OSSA-BPNN #4545
R E AT . OLS-OK ZCR AL T 0K, BEWI 5| A [a] I $51 i)
SRR T AT LR =R B2, OSSA-BPNN ZUR AR
F BP, UVLEHEALEE R TR B . LU MLRA b 2 H#
RBF, IDW., OK., BPNN., OLS-OK Fl OSSA-BPNN
) TR 4 S HR TES T 29.29% . 30.04% . 30.60%
32.28% . 33.58% F137.13%. MLRA 1 15 5] iy 1 & 2

il BB BURE JE IR IR, TR, 0Nk 115

B AR T
M BORPEA AT Ty B OREE SR IBCRY l h A2
BRI — . KA —, 41 DEM 23 B 4% 30

m, T NDVIZH 250 m, 7E5%— 45 0] 73 B A 0] 4%
SR FE AT AR KT il B A5 et BSCH A R T S ) . pH Bk 2
SCHCRAEAL S . s AR A UE TR AR B, ]
REYE IR Z ML & m . CAMREY, T E SoM
B - 98 5 b Pl R T R b AR, 7R B,
A E RS SOM % YIAH 5. SOM 7E B i i 5 A
UGB UIAA G, AR LT 3 9 A2 o i WA
HEE . AR A, AR AR . AL
PR BRI b R K HERAE 7, PR O R B2 BR K B

TR AR TN, — B bR T SR IRS B

B /g-ke ™!

40 40 40
(a) MLRA (b) IDW (c) RBF
35+ 35+ 35+
30 30 30
B 25| W25t W 2S¢
0 £ £
@ 20 ¢ @ 20 m 207
E 15} ; Eost § 15 |
10 | 10 + 2% ¢ 10 +
o ® o ® o
s [ 0.399 4x +6.782 2 5 T y=0.6198x+4.398 1 5L ¥=0.639 9x+4.022 7
|¢a o R*=0.2359 R2=0.5748 R2=0.5705 5
0 1 L L 1 1 1 n 0 1 1 1 x 1 n n 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 _Jn
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40°
40 40 40
d) OK OLS-OK BPNN
35 @ 35 © 35 ®
30 + 30 30 +
g2 " 25 T 25
on 2 q
g 20 @ 20 = 20
= = =
15 | 15 t 15
S B & &
10 | 3 10 | * > 10 >
5 y=0.6147x+4.406 3 st | »=10.666 4x +4.011 2 P ¥ y=06225c+43110
R2=0579 6 ‘i R*=06198 ’ R*=0.610 1
0 L L s L s L L 0 e . L L L L L L o S, L L L L L L
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
e ke 40
35 () OSSA-BPNN
30 b

y=10.683 7x + 3.828 6
R2=0.6419

0o 5

10 15 20 25 30 35 40

FLME /g kg™
B 3 R [EAEE T E 0 5K E B A 4 i

Fig. 3

3.2 Bl BhAR A OGRS BT

P 4 R0, I A A ML G B A e b R
HEEE . NDVIEI PG, B fMe, 5
pH R P EREMIEHE . EAMREHRRES

Linear regression analysis of predicted values and measured values of different prediction methods

SOM £ fAH 26200 i) 4 Uk B A 58 X 3 )2 SOM 5 26
JERNDVI 2 IEA ¢ 3 pH K . Mk .
B RE R, SOM & 2 AIK . 3 ) 5 H AR LT 6
MEME, A SR+ RIEMSE, KW ARG
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Uit HE 3 B RN B A O U I 3 2 M SOM & i
AR . b bR P R b R Rl S R A R AR
K, h ISR A LA e G RARVIN L BT
184 I A2 S A L JC s AR S, 1 W IR - B X L2

BRLRY, TR 2.3 75 Oy ik 22 R L2 M 2 0k IR
T 1040 {7284, H 22 5035 200 [n] I A6 T T A 5 47 2
RARHY, RUIE G707 AR B SOM % B iy
Jey BRAE:

V18 [-0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.00 0.03 -0.01 -0.04 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 -0.27 -0.01 -0.01 1.0
V17 {-0.04 -0.01 -0.04 0.00 -0.01 -0.02 -0.05 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.02 0.01 0.02 -0.01 -0.63 -0.01 .

0.8
V16 [-0.08 -0.11 0.16 0.16 -0.01 0.09 -0.19 -0.04 -0.03 0.00 -0.09 0.00 0.15 -0.01 -0.65
V15 | 0.09 0.09 -0.08 -0.11 -0.00 -0.04 0.18 0.05 0.05 -0.02 0.06 -0.00 -0.11 0.02 ... *E

0.6
Vvi4 | 0.13 0.12 -0.03 -0.10 0.00 0.01 0.06 0.00 -0.03 -0.04 -0.08 -0.07 —0.04.
V13 |-0.09 -0.31 0.22 043 0.03 0.13 -0.28 -0.08 -0.09 -0.15 -0.29 -0.24. CE I K 0.4
V12 {035 0.02 0.12 0.06 -0.01 0.13 -0.11 -0.13 -0.16 -0.26 -0.5(). ok
Vi1 |-0.14 029 -0.37 -0.45 -0.01 -0.21 0.30 0.25 -0.19 -0.31 . B ckk | kok |k 02
vio |-0.15 -0.21 0.20 0.26 -0.01 0.03 -0.08 -0.13 -0.10. e ok *

0 .
V9 |-0.10 0.05 -0.08 -0.13 0.01 -0.04 0.07 0.04 . %k QRN Rk | Kk *
v8 [-0.09 0.13 -0.16 -0.18 -0.02 -0.10 0.16 . %k RN Rk | kk % —02
v7 | 0.15 036 -038 -0.52 -0.00 _0_19. ok | sk | ook ESESGNN okok JEEESREN ko | okok K *
V6 | 0.11 -0.04 0.16 020 0.03 . EE T * Kk kk ckok * k% -0.4
V5 | 0.00 0.00 0.02 -0‘00.

-0.6 i
V4 |-0.43 -0.69 0.51 . k% . sk dkok sk kek skk sk kok skk o kk i
v3 |-0.13 _0.34. *% sk kk sksk kk kk o kk %k ok kk ok

-0.8
v2 | 043 . EE . k% kk * kK kk BRI kx| Kk | Kok
Vi . EE I E N sk sk sksk o skek sk sksk o kesk sksk kek sk sk * 1.0

Vi V2 V3 V4 V5 V6 V7 V8 V9 VIO VIl VI2 VI3 VI4 VI5 V16 V17 VI8

II.I"
VI. ﬁﬁ{,vz. A1, V3. pH, V4, L, V5. BEm L, V6. B, V7. NDVL, V8. A, V9. ¥+, V10, Kb+, Vil i+, viz, K54, V13, HH
+,V14. #h 4, V15 HiH, V16, FHL, V17, B M, V18, Bt ; P 2R Pearson 6 HE R AL, #FR8 P < 0. 05, % FK /R P < 0. 01
El4 HHETEHEXMESHT

Fig. 4 Pearson’s correlation analysis of auxiliary variables

3.3 O EE S X)L

Z ez A AR, MR H 7 6 SO 5
AR EES, X5k EIMWERERAR
A, 3 25N AT fe 2 A B 5T X 7R 7 R L b A
X, MSCHRL32 98 X M4 LA L il . Fefe b 3, i
HY b 5% 6 SOM 1Y B 2244 . OK S SOM il I £ 5
B, %R T X SOM & i Ay s Rl AR 5, (H
W RAEHEAN, KRB, A 6EZ) m 4 & 4
fE . AR GE R FE ST R 1724 - km ™, FEAR K S
FRAE A BE 1.854 -km ™, [N L AT 4 R (A 481 SOM
23 R S5 AR AE . B T A AE S 9 DU SR
DIVORE g8/, AL 5 Ge T2 14 1 A 12 DX B
B BT AR HUR

OLS-OK ¥ 75 [A] U= 751 0 45 S 5% 25 15 47 4 (8 0 72

o, ATREH B e () > m(o) B BLL LA (9) ], M
MBS R U AR IE R L (£ 5), 240 Hr
B DX SR FE SN FR BT, R OLS-OK i — &
BETE B R S DAS [H] o3 A0 5% B, e ARt Ak 22 R
FEEHm s RIS . BARTT S, OLS-OK B 7E R
R R BE G I L T R R TIOORS B2, (R AMIERE )
55 . WAL 2T 0 B AR T T, AE SRR SRR
AIIFSE X ARAE R, 32 B0 T 4k 2 X R i, ol SOM
TR AR X, {5 MLRA i 9] % i & , RBF,
IDW. OKfil OLS-OK L FEJE AR | 5 S HEANAT, A
O S DL T i A R A0 B
SOM. #H Lt 1fii 7 BPNN il OSSA-BPNN fE 4% % il SOM
AR H R AL R, A %P, R
TR R M 28 B, U AR B A D XA AR R
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e o Gk fh £ e £ T A . (8] ZRAL T4, BRSO 2 A RON i h [ %R
—frﬁ%ifiﬁﬂll% . VR0 AL 2 BOA R IS 1 A F5 0 I LS 4 B L), MBS B 2012, 27
e (2): 175-184.
LiQQ, Wang C Q, Yue T X, et al. Method for spatial simulation
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