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ABSTRACT

This study takes agricultural soils in central Taiwan as an example and uses soil
texture (sand, silt, clay content), bulk density, and organic matter content as explanatory
variables (or input features) to develop pedotransfer function (PTF) for the soil water
retention curve using three different frameworks: multiple linear regression, random
forest, and artificial neural networks. The study further analyzes the uncertainty and
feature importance of PTF. Through permutation importance analysis, the study reveals
that bulk density is the most important feature when the matric potential is larger than -
0.1 bar in PTF predictions. As the matric potential decreases, the importance of bulk
density decreases while the importance of silt and organic matter content gradually
increases. To evaluate the uncertainty of the nonlinear PTF predictions, which do not
follow a normal distribution and have higher skewness, the study uses the nonparametric
bootstrap method to assess the 95% confidence intervals of PTF’s error and 95%
prediction intervals of PTF. By measuring the coverage probability of the prediction
intervals, the study confirms that the coverage probability of soil water content is
approximately 95+1%, validating the effectiveness of the nonparametric bootstrap
method in assessing the uncertainty of nonlinear models. In addition to providing
reliability information for PTF predictions, the establishment of prediction intervals can
also be used as a basis for testing the validity of soil measurement data. Finally, the results
of this study demonstrate that the three different frameworks of local PTF outperform the
PTF developed by United States Department of Agriculture(USDA), Rosetta3, in

converting Taiwanese soils, reaffirming the necessity of developing local PTF for Taiwan.

Keywords: pedotransfer function, soil water retention curve, permutation importance,
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uncertainty analysis, nonparametric bootstrap.
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Water content
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water content
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_Lflzem (2.13)
a om
2
K, = 0/? ;(g)) (2.14)
e} 1/m 1i/n
£(0) =] T dx (2.15)
0 |

RIS T L L EFAO O PER Y SR RF o

F iR = YAl (215) B R ERET ¢ 5 2(216) -
pl/m

f(@) —mf ym-H/n(] — y)~l/ng (2.16)

;9(2.16)5 - 87 = 2 B #5 S #ic(Incomplete Beta-function) s 753538 » & — 4%
T o E 30 H 249 f£(analytic expression) & 31 B f#(closed-form expression) e van
Genuchten (1980)F £ k =m — 14+ 1/n#-H & > ;5(2.16) T+ f[* 7 = > | 35 S #ik

7
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SR P B E R A o F k= 0 EARNRT 0 RIS Q16)7 i 55
(2.17) * FQI4RIT £ 7 3 5(2.18) -

f(0) = 1—(1—@)%)m. (m=1-1/n) (2.17)

{1-(a)" 1+ (am)"] ™}

K (h) = 1+ (ah)]2

(m=1-1/n) (2.18)

79(2.18)7 5 Mualem's model A ** VG model 247 f# o ot pFid 3 AL F & iy &2
SRR S BN (2.12) TE (M = 1 — 1/n)2 £ (2.10)5F 3 AT A (7
(2.19) 0 T % B B R 5 ¥ chd %K d 5 B—VG model -

05 —

0,
T+ @y

6(h) =

i% i Mualem's model 7% (2.18)72 2 VG model 3% (2.19)Fr v == 1 3 3 -k & &2 47
Jook 4 B Gl 2R R B RAcB] 2.3 T e

VG . L 1 Mualem’s ( efe-k 4 B R
43 R d A > o
model S J model L i

.
¥
R0
7“_.
|l

B123 237 KZE 2R 8 e fork 4 B8 el T2 )
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2.2 3 Eigik > 238 (Pedotransfer Function » PTF)

BEFRIEATUIEREPEFTIERR ) LA BRREFEFRERLT T
AREREFE AL S A RE A FEREY S (S ik 105 (Gupta & Larson, 1979;
Rawlsetal.,1982) - * 13X F|# A FR R E 2 HFE £ 2T R
FRE-EELGRRABDET > R FHREPEDE LG TR Flptlet & ko =
B SFEE FLE S o PTF o PTF ¢ - £3#d Bouma (1989)7 *4& ) >
T HHRIG I BEBIpRE L rE  EEp lg S AR S e I RS R
B F - s 3R k4 @ E % Bc(Ahujaeral., 1985; Arya & Dierolf,
1992; Arya & Paris, 1981; Bloemen, 1980; Costa et al., 2013; Dashtaki et al., 2010;
Fooladmand, 2011; Li ef al., 2007) - A% 3 #-%F & > 3¢k 2 3 -k & S PTF -

2.2.1 gL 53] PTF

PTF 1243 2 4 % % ¥ 2 &4 5 A % » 2.7 PTF(point PTF) i 4 4
PTF(continuous PTF) - B.7%| PTF &>t 3847580 » 2 B3Rl BB MeEPZ KB ¢ 2
v & 7 -k & (Field Capacity » FC)& -k 4 /¥ % gk(Permanent Wilting Point » PWP) - =
Bz ket 23 HAFHN G435~ —10kPa; @ & Fw 23, H
AFHN 533 kPa; i 23 HAFH 9 5 —50 kPa(Colman, 1947;
Jamison & Kroth, 1958; Rivers & Shipp, 1978) o @ &K A /¥ X BER| &2 3 T o B
B G2 R EE AT Y 9 5 —1500kPa(Richards & Weaver, 1943) - 2:%] PTF
WA H BRI R R BT L EEIERTE AT AN hI kA 7 E o Gupta &
Larson (1979) ~ Rawls ef al. (1982) ~ Salchow ef al. (1996) % + & = e PTF ¥ &>t gk

4 PTF - % 2.1 ¥ % Rawlsetal (1982)1335 % F 298 % criE = ch2h 3] PTF & % o
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%21 M5 REREw e

Y AR S A

i = 2 8L3] PTF

Fed RHMBARMED B REHA

# l(Rawls etal.,, 1982) = % f& 7 2§ %

BRI AT TR o

AEEBEF

Metric Organic Bulk 0,33 bar 15 bar Correlation
potential Sand, Silt, Clay, matter, density, water retention, water retention, coefficient,
bars Intercept ® T % % glem® cm” fem cm® jem
.................................................... Regression coefficients ssscecemmssscmssnsnsnmsaccssssensnssnnsnnnanmnnan
a b c d d 1 £ h
0.7899 ~0.0037 0.0100 -0.1315 0.58
=0.04 06275  -0.0041 0.0239 =008 0.57
0.1829 -0.0246  -0.0376 1.89 -1.38 0.97
0,7135 -0.0030 0.0017 -0.1683 0.74
-0.07 04829  -0.0035 0.0263 0.25 0.74
0.8888  -0.0003 =0.0107 1.53 -0.81 0.91
0.4118  -0.0030 0.0023 0.0317 0.81
=0.10 0.4103 0.0031 0.0260 0.41 0.81
0.061%  -0.0002 =0.0087 1.34 =-0.51 0,95
0.3121 =0.0024 0.0032 0.0314 0.86
-0.20 0.3000  -0.0024 0.0235 0.61 0.89
0,031  =-0.0002 1.01 =0.06 0.99
0.2576 =-0.0020 0.0036 0.0299 0.87
-0.33 0.2391 -0.0019 0.,0210 0,72 0,92
0,2065  -0.0016 0.0040 0.02756 0.87
=0.60 01814 =0.0015 0.0178 0.80 0.94
00136 -0.0091 0.66 0.39 0.99
0.0349 0.0014 0.0055 0.0251 0.87
-1.0 0.1417 -0.0012 0.0151 0.85 0.96
-0.0034 0.0022 0.52 0.54 0,99
0.0281 0.0011 0.0054 0.0200 0.86
-2.0 0.0986 0.0009 0.0116 0.80 0.87
-0,0043 0.0026 0.36 0.69 0,99
00238 0.0008 0.0062 0.0190 0.84
-4.0 00649  -0.0006 0.0085 0.93 0.98
=0.0038 0.0026 0.24 0,79 0,99
0.0216 0.0006 0.0050 0.0167 0.81
=-7.0 0.0429 =0.0004 0.0062 0.94 0.98
=0.0027 0.0024 0,16 0.86 0,99
0.0205 0.0005 0.004%9 0,01 54 0.81
-10.0 0.0309 -0.0003 0.0049 0.85 0.99
-0.0019 0.0022 0.11 0.89 0.99
=15.0 00260 0.00560 00158 0,80
Sand (%) + silt (%) + clay (%) = 100 Sand = 2,0-0.5 mm Silt = 0.05-0.002 mm Clay < 0.002

Oy =a+bxsand (%) + ¢ xsilt (%) ddx clay (%) + ¢ x organic matter (%) + f x bulk density (g/em?®)

+ & x 0.33 bar moisture (em® fem® ) + h x 15 bar moisture (em® jem?® )

Oy = predicted water retention (cm® fem” ) for a given metrie (x) potential
a-n = regression coefficients

@ 3 PTF PISERI2 3 R o RS BcehSodic o 1 3] PTF $3 12

T HECE

—

PR et H s % # g 13t 2L3) PTF(Zacharias & Wessolek, 2007) - % #cig 3§ 4] PTF

2 van Genuchten (1980) VG-model ¥¥ Brooks & Corey (1964): BC-model » % f&

IR RSB S BITL B S S % o Lieral (2007) > Saxton & Rawls (2006) ~

Schaap et al. (2001) ~ (Rajkai et al.,2004) % + 2= > (7 PTF T 3t 3 PTF - £ 2.2

% Lietal 2007)1395 7 F 388 e = g 3] PTF %% -

10

doi:10.6342/NTU202301530



%22 % R A fFend 2 2 @ 3] PTF § bl(Lietal, 2007) « # 2589 23 %

# SAND 5 #) ~ SILT 5 ¥ ~CLAY 5%--SOM 5 3 4% 2 € “BD > A% A - &

T %P B v fok 4 B Ak Ks 22 VG model 593 B %8> 0,5 tefr s K& > a2

ZFENRA FIHAPM nE I IEIVE L AP 0 0,22 BK 5 0 SSE A& LT
e SSR 5 8T 3 frdt s X T2 {o2 X {d o

Model Regression equations SSR SSE Ridj
Parameters
In(6,) —1.531+0.212*In(SAND) + 0.355 0.206 0.61
0.006*SILT—-0.051*SOM —
0.566*In(BD)
In(a) —67.408—0.040*SILT— 120.0  76.12 0.57

0.670*In(SILT)—2.189*SOM +
1.410*In(SOM)+78.400*BD —
121.331*In(BD)

n 1.488+0.002*In(SILT)+0.013*CLAY —  0.642 0.524 0.51
0.248*In(CLAY)+0.048*In(SOM) +
0.451*In(BD)

In(K,) 13.262—1.914*In(SAND) — 25.94 10.13 0.66

0.974*In(SILT)—0.058*CLAY —
1.709*In(SOM)+
2.885*SOM —8.026*In(BD)

222 #= PTFena B &4 23 2
L PTF oy » F Bl BB Pkl o AR REE - D R E 2 g ey
denhf oo o R % vz 2 PTF 607 2 @ 32 5 % £ 1 fF 4~ 17 (Multiple regression >
MR) ~ 54 55 % g (Artificial neural network » ANN) ~ K 1T #8(K Nearest Neighbors) ~
s&ﬁr’?;}ﬁz e THEFENLEFRY W22 PTF 0 812 W FA T BEAY e R

G R R e

PRERFV 4 SRR E R o S F F2 2 PTF 07 580 2@ ¥
R Lk i 7 (Multiple linear regression » MLR) » Gupta & Larson (1979) ~ Rawls et
al. (1982)% * #71i& = cn PTF T 3t gt 23] o @ ¢ Rawls & Brakensiek (1985):c 4% %
LA FE 2 PTF ® % 3w jF 47 eniBBh 5 > ¥ 00 R % B i 35 06 &
jgéﬁﬁ?])"}§£°”* PRLREFS LA 0B @ R AR T R R TR D

11
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B ko f - 2 g % B HORIE TR 0 B A T AL R R T4 L
T

‘-\w

=5

BAEE A% o L0 e P A5 0 Lineral (1999)F & @ * 1 & 4 S &
» B 1 H A A HTIRE 15 )~ SRk~ R BPSULI £ L T AR
B AR F R R B AR o R T dest i A R % 1 2%
$ B F 4 g—‘ﬁ;f.,ﬁ:}i WEEY 3 2iE 2 PTEF bdo ! 254 5 R~
feit G -

WA SR SRR AT M T i) A B A e R R
Bl BREREM G gH SRR EF ALK 2 (Maren et al., 1990;
McCord-Nelson & Illingworth, 1991) - #g4¢ S epd 3F S p 2 BB v  H2H 5 0
AR HLIEGRAP LA AW EAE JRAFIEER SN A RN EEER

?;ké»’* ? [P e 5 e B 28 HE(Hecht-Nielsen, 1989) # @ & L i * *v2& = PTF

e f?.’rﬁ PTF gjaaaj o HAL RN B BT T SR g A X g

@
|4

Foz FEART sl engs ] o BB B HRTRAE R eh{T L o - B
DIR B g e R 2R 4@, T G éi%%ﬁ)\l}?ﬁ?ﬂ’. B o g;gi;—p ShlcE c B
A G RRAF T NET RN FAATOEE > TREFLITRY { SAF DS
JE Vi Er: (Hecht-Nielsen, 1989) o » F]pt 2 %—ﬂ PCER mARA R iE S PTE )
v . Pachepsky et al. (1996) ~ Schaap & Bouten (1996) ~ Koekkoek & Booltink (1999)
TR P % aE 2 PTF o

12
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2

C-2526 = -1
s 1rexp[-2(1.500x,-0.9781x,-0.4410x,-0.0174x,-0.9477x-3.5767)]
(=2
s
S-19.54 "
72394 & .
‘ 2 f;; +
_OM-101 . y,= Al—» &l F
3 - ; -]
0.89 "' 1-+expl-2(0.0581x,+0.1107x,+0.0197x,+0.0697x,-0.0843x,+0.9946)] % B
= &
=]
_p-1480 3
Y0131 E
L]
%~ 0.659 2
s Y3~ -1
1-Hexp[-2(6593x,+0.1266x,+0.0463x,+2314x,-0.1193x,+1.0149)]
Input Hidden Output
neurons Neurons neuron
B 2.4 &% s kA g epaE 20 B 7K 0 PTF # 5)(Wosten et al., 2001) « # ¢ C 3
HSEH OMEFHETZE ~p s WHBAR x5 dpdce Fiipdis iy
BHzbz £t @ o

# % fr it §F #f(Classification and Regression Trees » CART) % & i & %

Breiman (1984)#F4% 1 « CART jif § i $ % cnfr s 5 o iy » TAL % PRIG Ay cnit i
W% i+ 1% 75 %+ ] (recursive partition) » ® 7 fER R HEY T AF @ EE P AR
£AF & % o CART #-3]2/ 51 & fFd & ] i 2 (impurity) &% & < 1 F 305 £
(information gain)% = o FA| B LI RE XL L -$FFF I A A 0l Bry e
pt o ERCA BRE R L S G A X fok s & B 5 SE 4 4tk (Random
forest » RF) o #p 3t S pt > CART £ 5 #c B iRghe 35 0 M35 & & ~ {03 2
7 % B2 4 - McKenzie & Jacquier (1997)% % ¢ * CART #-3|# % PTF - @] 2.5
5 ARG A A TE e eh PTE # 6)

13
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<13

=>13
1 1 I 1
Total sand Total sand Micropores | | Micropores
=82 <82 <0.37 =>0.37
| ! | I I
Micropores Micropores
0.19 0.29 0.35
<0.17 =>0.17
| l
0.09 0.13
B 25 % L¥ppEz v & 3 K& PTF g’%u’}n}(Amorim etal.,, 2022) - Silt & # 3EE 3
% o Totalsand % * 3E#) 7 &

& - Micropores T &% » & F ¥ i —6kPa pF it 3 3k

D
M
('S

T e FERIF]F el
ié@:?"% wRE A PIE

DR A 2tz 2 PTF ehd 3 4 - Bloemen (1980)
"Ffi,él)»_{iﬁ-} Sz LIS ‘i

F a2 3 4 8 chdp ik o Shirazi & Boersma (1984) 7]
= ’5— ?l‘r'l"’ ?] IF =3 3’- E‘:]%

- % (United States Department of Agriculture »
USDA)&4 3 B 4 & 5 ik 35 o

4@ 2.6 #7 o

14
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Sandy Clay

N
Sandy Clay Loam
/ S

Loam

Silt Loam
>

Sandy Loam
Silt

Q 700

Qv

—
% 2 % S B % w9

N

Sand content (%)

Bl 2.6 USDA 2 3 = & 3+ [](Shirazi & Boersma, 1984)

McCuen et al. (1981)i% i 3t~ 47 % P » BC model cn%- 8§ ¥ F ML #3041
>4 %‘r ¥ & $8(USDA soil texture) = i suient it o Campbell & Shiozawa (1992)4F {4
gt pr A r v R TR 5 3 k4 R o Jaynes & Tyler (1984) ~ El-Kadi (1985)
FRER Y IEFE R FTL RO oS BE R 2 iy BROEE
Puckett ef al. (1985)i&— #H B4 » Fy F A uebent s 34> MALZ £ S B &8
ook 4 B E G Bop B hd A F - Saxtoneral. (1986) R34 m A chk 47 > ik e 3
W2 2 ok 4 L PTF -
R R R AT M$;F—%%#$@%%¢iFWﬁuﬁﬁfoﬁiﬁﬁy
MR R AT RS BRI BT AR R SIEER R Y
FERAPM > = 2 M BT Q220047 o

_Bw_
¢_W_ -— (2.20)
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GprrRItHF HZSRF] oV, 5 2 HEIHMA o Ve 2EAHA o BD S BT
B Hi5 glom’ e py i ah A 0 H =5 gom’ e

-2

ESS S EE X e LR SRR P N S

1(“

Wt fo g k£ o Dexter (2004) ¥4 I f A FH i o2 M 5k E 0 3 BT F -
FARERA 5 - TE(KHE 43 2.6~2.8g/em’ 22 ) P15 1#5(2.20)58 7 12 1B o i bl %
BRE RS E RApMH > » FI AR REIEZLERZAFMH - Berndt &
Coughlan (1977)» 45 1B HAL2 ch MR A MELHEZ K E R 5 2% 7 & Bl
Bl 2.7 #7171 o

Initial void raito L
- ' v '
Drainage
—>

Liquefaction

B 27 “HpARIEZ LT %7 L B(Kimetal, 2019)

Gupta & Larson (1979)% 2@ B 2@ * R R - LA G {3 BF 2 24872
IE R d A o Aina & Periaswamy (1985) ~ Bruand et al. (1996) ~ Rajkai & Varallyay
(1992)$F % > ¢ * I M F L RMB A FLSHE PTF 2% E -

TS G E B2 By (T4 PTF enj2f# % € - Bloemen (1980) 4" § ¥ %
PORAHBAT ST RN R ES Tk E
2R 4 4p Mt o Rawls ef al. (1982) ~ Rawls et al. (1983) ~ Wosten ef al. (1999)% & —%" s

Mﬂa»

54
7~

FA T AL EIFS Lifﬁ PTF g ¢t 2 £ o Guber & Pachepsky (2010)
T T TS e K2 HPTF > 4ok 23 0

16
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%23 "¢ X% —‘F*]‘L*i > £ 19 B PTF(Guber & Pachepsky, 2010) - Model # 7 # % ﬁg?] i1

% % VG model ~ BCmodel ~ # 3 7 'k £ (WH) - OC ~ BD & & % 77 7 s foidtl %

B o Depth % 77 3 HEHEFR

No. PTF Region Number Model®) Input soil property Reference
of soil -
samples Sand Silt Clay ocC BD Depth
1 Saxton et al. PTF USA 5320 BC +9) + + Saxton et al. (1986)
2 Campbell and Shizawa PTF No particular 6 BC + + + Campbell and Shizawa (1992)
3 Rawls and Brakensiek PTF USA 5320 BC + + + Rawls and Brakensiek (1985)
4 Williams et al. PTF Australia 196 BC + + + Williams ef al. (1992)
5 Williams et al. PTF Australia 196 BC + + + + Williams et al. (1992)
6 Oosterveld and Chang PTF Alberta, Canada 298 BC + + + + Oosterveld and Chang (1980)
7 Mayr and Jarvis PTF UK 306 BC + + + + + Mayr and Jarvis (1999)
8 Wasten et al. PTF Europe 4030 VG + + + + Waosten et al. (1999)
9 Varallyay et al. PTF Hungary 230 VG + + Varallyay et al. (1982)
10 Vereecken et al. PTF Belgium 182 VG + + + + Vereecken et al. (1989)
11 Wisten et al. PTF Europe 4030 VG + + + + + Wiasten et al. (1999)
12 Tomasella and Hodnett PTF Brazil 196 WH -> vG) + + + Tomasella and Hodnett (1998)
13 Rawls et al. PTF UsA 5320 WH -= VG + + + + + Rawls et al. (1983)
14 supta and Larson PTF Central USA 43 + + + + + Gupta and Larson (1979)
15 Rajkai and Varallyay PTF Hungary 270 WH -> VG + + + + Rajkai and Varallyay (1992)
16 Petersen et al. PTF Pennsylvania, USA 1267 WH -> VG + Petersen et al. (1968)
17 Bruand et al. PTF Central France 20 WH + Bruand et al. (1994)
18 Canarache PTF Romania Unknown WH + + Canarache {1993)
19 Hall et al. PTF England, Wales, UK 261 WH + + + + Hall et al. (1977)
2)0C = organic carbon; BD = bulk density.
h)B(“ = Brooks and Corey; VG = van Genuchten; WH = water content at selected capillary pressure.

“IRequired input variable.
d)Point predictions based on VG parameters.

TEVRR NS SRR PR L T+

SR HY 3T

= 7~

’

FT 2 ) s B fedk S
PTFﬁ%%%ﬂo_‘? C KGR AR AT

= PTF

R RE  FARPRTERRE GRS 4R FS PTF g% -
BERE -

PTF iF %4t 4 3 ok o Senihde = 4255 > 7 1RIB7 Rl E L TR B2 I el
,’f&@f;.t,; o %’ ;;h )@’# —5'\—3111 éﬁ PTF > g] %ﬁd a’”ﬁﬁ;{ 7. PTF 3 "J B r}: F -/'Elj

P E R R

w2 M o 3R PTF cnif i BAE (G T 9 50k TR E T 5 2
s ¥ PTE » B #

-

P PTE Fgip] e & F Rl 2 B 1%
i PTF cnfdi ™ Jfh (2 e Rl TR R IR - 00 T )R 0% e o

F? i g A e o

;‘%‘rj Aoz
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1. M ik

P iy AR Rendls o B LR G A6 2 Ap B % fic(Pearson product-
moment correlation coefficient » 2 & f§ ;ﬁ;_; p)E ¥ | & % %dp M % Be(Spearman's
rank correlation coefficient » 12 F i Hip)s R I LT St
4e(2.21) ~ 222) #F o

oy = cov(X,Y) XX —-X)(Y—Y)
XY — -
S C A S A 08 R
cov[R(X),R(Y)]
Psxy = OryORy (2.22)

cov(X,Y) 5P BREDEZE B ooy ~0p 5B BHAEEE o R(X) ~ R(Y) B A u] £
X YA RHH (SR B e o opy > 0p B 5 B B B RHDIRE L

A Biph el 87 0 3 8 Sz BFenRIEphARR - BR SRS F L%
Bl AR BEGHEES(pl > TR A FEG FRAAM 2 B
AT ARR  f BRI SR AP BT L M RPN ED SR EREK

2 Beaip AR o AR REE F RE BT R S M R8RS (Ipg o 1) T4
AAF R B & ED (monotone)fp b > AP T E S EALAPM o L ER S HER f AP
o s B B2 SRRt o RIT AT AR A Gl S H aE R
PAFE S APH DG ERF LTI ARG R A HL VAT RS
%63 4ch % - Cornelis et al. (2001) ~ Sharma et al. (2006) % 4 u| & * 4 f #4485 £ 4p
MOGH AT % S aph fhlic o (T35 PTF ek 2 M= R 4ath - 2 ja bl ik

REF ORI BT RPFEAPELIE - AER o
2. A tailk
T_{% #ic(determination coefficient » ¥ 12 R? % 77 ) 5 53-8 ¢ > # M7 07
F RERET Y R o b FIRRECE 5 SR i AL T S
AE M LM B8 T 3 o L Gt 82 2 o8 (2.23) 57 o
LXQi=90° _ | SSres
LY —y)? SStot

18
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YREARAFRE - PR AR ATFRIE N LR ARIE oSS 2R Z L 3 FeoSStor

RT3 oo

Stumpp et al. (2009)F & * iz it i PTF enigd¢ & TG ;}F, oo Rm

< B3 4o TEIRIHCA hfR
BREEE PR RE PR F L ERREDF AT BREE R
SR ERR A TE DG TR EFER AL FRESSEFHFHALA R

*iE

FOBTAHA LA RTERE VLG TR

3. wimtk

AP EE TPREE TR S TS N ER LRI 2 5 EET 1
tatki= PTF ok 4 7 - 4 F & = PTF #7 % i dpthe ¢ > T390 i
(mean error © ME)(Nemes et al., 2003) ~ T 5% ¥ 3% % (mean absolute error »
MAE)(Weynants et al., 2009) ~ 35> {23% % (root mean square error © RMSE)(Pachepsky
et al., 1998; Patil et al., 2012; Van Alphen et al., 2001) » H 2+ 5 = & 4r3%(2.24)~(2.26)
T o B x W RMSE F 23 dgthded £4f - FIR HP AR FEfoipRl B2 7
AR RT3 o BRI PFEEH RMSE B 8% L B L o 5 2450 H0A] e 55
B R dATAR Ao » Flpt RMSE & B § 7 3 F 97t * i dp fh(Patil & Singh,

2016)
N — A.
N
N 4 — A.
MAE = Zilyi— il (2.25)
N
Zliv(yi - 5}1,)2 SSres
RMSE = = (2.26)
\/ N N

225 HEREEMAFT
d S fg T R = W FEE T A ok p A S Ei'ﬁ'_'frﬁ;?
» g e £ 3% 4 (Minasny & Mc Bratney, 2002) - Vereecken et al. (1992)F 3% 4

B AR 2 R Sl R X R T AT S B
19
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Bt g % B 8 o Schaap & Leij (1998)13 45 /it 42 S F L endbpgd » 4 £ e fpd 3
g BooriE 2 oend g S 4758 7 FE 21 o Christiaens & Feyen (2001) R4 45 7 ke
FREHEC AN S A B S kY WY S B LAY TR
d HOAREA B S FE U TS Aeen FE L - Minasny et al. (1999) %4 i H53] 4-
B R RO~ R ] 0 D R~ R HE BB R E
AN BB TEERIE S o
A7 e AT Y N7 FE T A 450 @ 35 Deltamethod ~ BoX #32 ~

mean-variance estimation 2 % p 24 ;% (Khosravi ef al., 2011) - # ¥ Delta method ~ F.

NERTERFLEFELT O AT EARIEE RS SH - A RE(F P
A8 Feen 5 P e 2 % 4B [Hessian matrix]) - mean-variance estimation P14 i35 &
RATHOE - BREL FTBERFLIFEAGFEFTE A ERFE g
HBE RA FHRAGREE L EL RS DKL B¢ RIS A R

% H & * 4% 2h(Dybowski & Roberts, 2001) o p E*j2 |7 F F L BERFL 2T - &

&~

T e A AR E R EA S A e Apg s R 2 B 2 o g kg p
EAPTEAAGE R A B B R A a4 Flp R s T E R H S
PR L e B AR AR Y A TP AN I AT TR pBER(T
FPRETNEA AT 0 T RS R B R TR .

p B4 ;% (Bootstrap method) ¥ — f&i& 4k & ¢ £ {7323 & £AF 4t > 11 ) = ATehp B4
/> 1 (Bootstrap distribution) » I 12 gt & 1§ 35t A cfd A T AL > Ao B] 2.8 Ao o
P AT AR AT L

1. ERAFEAY NBEawe? N SRR A 4 - FTap B AGRA

Sl BERAKAPR)

2. FEA B AGL A RPE -

3. EAF 1 2BRS A TP EBFEASRILS G IR ANRIELG o

pEtizikd A< RIEES - L3E» R P (plug-in principle) ~ 2.5 % + &3 2
(Monte Carlo method) » £ 4f P-4k A 423 “ & Rk A A GIF > pt P ix + &
SR o A G AT AL LT RP o P B R GHRA
BB FR L7 B R ¢4

L3 FEREA R PR WA
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2. HFH Rk s F 2 A (skewness) £ FE 5 0

3. HWRARLIOZEFEAZEMERADDTRY o

4, HRAFERAPF PP ZRGZ G FEFEEN BRI LSt Gl
s 2. % % (Hesterberg, 2011) ©

5, AREAFIERFATT §oLE TEHE AT ST A2 B A A5 (shape)
4 B (kurtosis) ~ R F o

o - —

\-————————————————————

B 2.8 p 24;2 (Bootstrap)s & Bl(Efron & Tibshirani, 1994)

2.2.6 Rosetta

Rosettal(Schaap et al.,2001) 5 % B B F 3049544 £ ~ Toor 3 E A G ipepe
siiriE 2 PTFe» FJH M B3 HYDRUS SciE iV P v 5 P B X & * 7 PTFe
Rosettal 3 — 8 3 PTF > # @4 % % 2 VG model 4 B S#c 4o ok 4 B H
% #c o Rosettal 3 — & & PTF(% 5 B)7 i@ * F 1335 8 & 3 £ E3# &4 fafg
%@:ﬁ%} » T IERI 3 HE-R 4 S Bco Rosettal & 4345 p 2472 (60 2 100 B p B4 4 &) KB~
2R A SRR E R L 0 ot 33 R LA 4749 1R o 2 18 Schaap et al.
(2004) ~ Zhang & Schaap (2017) % ? % » 4 Rosettal HozV 204 S Hcp? % ﬁ_ i iris o

# 1 370 Rosetta %< & : Rosetta2 ~3 o H ¢ 12 Zhang & Schaap (2017)#%& ! <7 Rosetta3
21
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% BATY 3R P|p %k B iF e Rosetta %< & o Zhang & Schaap (2017)#% d! - fetig ey
K PTF > #-3 ok Sfeéefo-k + B GHca B3 W358 5 - BHEAL o ¥
Rosettal 3¢ ipli % en7 FE 2> (% 5 A7end! TR L ¥ 8 B Rosetta3 #3) £ #1i8 (7
¥t oRosetta3 — 3% p B4 2 ¥ PTFIRR| 8 %25 2 B a5 8 ﬁi%l AR O
L3RS Sy ET e gL 1 o 7 Rosettal # F e9%_» Rosetta3 7p £4 4k
A G 1000 B o pLEF G RS EREF R M B4 A P g B | o Zhang & Schaap
(2017)% 1345 Rosetta3 g iplis % » dp 12 3Bk 4 ST 2L F o > @ 0 E
k a #& ¥ 4 1% (heavy-tailed a-stable distributions) o 7A@ & fiFT 35iE 4 % % #cIpiple
%38 5 Mol hie itk £ o F]9t > Zhang & Schaap (2017) 1% fhiz ik & * s 35E

fe(f)™ £ 105 B34 fF et £ o
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538 By

________________

i R Y T
1 .
( mess > mEEE
1 i‘i =%z )
| ARESE R
I,__________:__:__:__:::__,
| wrakE
L________f_"'_____ A HEIESKE

S FHHEE j —— T
Wﬂ pagie | [ zmn | [ R |
(mgnn [ He bk

Bl &S AR EREF 14
#iaR LIEREE S ERLRES

$a A 45 4 g [

EEIEEEE

B 3.1 F % % 5 F

AL AR Y AR 3 T o AL R o AL O PTF E Ry L
FEBESIESECEES T ERYE IR R AT AT Ik
£ o whEpiES it & BT PTE f2 8 R ek 2 anl® et =2 }?%(Clapp & Hornberger, 1978;
Gupta & Larson, 1979; Patil & Singh, 2016; Rajkai & Varallyay, 1992; Rawls et al., 1982;
Wosten ef al., 2001) > @i & ¥ B S8 T HE LB B 2B > B BE i

A iz gL 2R 2 Akt »)(Sand ~ Silt~ Clay » 12 i £ SA~SI~CL)
288 % & (Bulk Density> ™ ™ f§ # BD)~ § #% % # £ (Organic matter> ™ T f§ # OM)-
2 Z R ERIEA AR p o R blf’%ﬁx*ﬁ ® % a3 0 MLR
ANN(Abdelbaki, 2020; Baker & Ellison, 2008; Costa et al., 2013; Dashtaki et al., 2010;
Pachepsky et al., 1996; Rawls et al., 1982; Saxton & Rawls, 2006; Schaap et al., 2001) °
¥ ¢4 & 7| RF enig 222 i % 14 (Breiman, 2001; Ho, 1995) » & F7 3 = #-3f ¢h g2 Be ot
TR ARRIECE] > Bk A = fEHCA] o MLR ~ RF 2 2 ANN 2 iRak gLzt 7 12

B i imii A8 0 B4 w3 & 32132243230
23
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ARG TR P GRS 5 RUUE pythono 817 & 35 FOR T AR~ A2 B
BAcE BB S L 45 o A e B MR B 312 ) 8 03.2:3.353.4 &

A 2 % B AL W Ao 3.2 4T o

[ I
| R EHeEy WA R WA 3R

|
: |
I \ 4 I

|
: FERBEAH H A AR H et 2oy ||

]
N T . . T . _—_—_—_—_—— ”

301 TR
RET G AR P TR A NE 101~ 102 # S0 2 RN & ks 5187 &
SH AR BRI B EA R 4R ERA (T AR B E

MAFAHERAE 31 {53 RFT R mE #5312 ) &315% -
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2030 SR M SIBT A2 10 £ TR
TWD97 | TWD97

A ST X A% YRR FiR(%) | #(%)  ##(%)  F¥ | BD(glem’)  OM(%)
01S2GKO04011 = 208985 | 2680493 41.25 36.09 22.66 Loam 1.75 2.86
01S2GK04051 = 209681 | 2681759 39.58 37.11 23.30 Loam 1.69 4.13
01S2GKO05031 @ 210328 | 2680671 42.00 39.37 18.63 Loam 1.50 1.82
01S2GKO05051 | 211231 | 2681447 36.88 39.50 23.62 Loam 1.56 1.88
01S2GK14061 @ 208687 | 2677527 | 46.30 39.05 14.65 Loam 1.48 1.88
01S2GK14081 209189 | 2679723 40.07 38.02 2191 Loam 1.73 2.13
01S2GK20081 = 223167 | 2677346 33.39 43.18 23.43 Loam 1.58 3.47
01S2GK23041 @ 205914 | 2674917 28.64 43.85 27.51 S:r}; 1.65 2.36
01S2GK23081 @ 205793 | 2675495 3291 41.20 25.90 Loam 1.43 2.13
01S2GK24021 208091 | 2677033 44.48 34.69 20.83 Loam 1.67 2.51

oA IR EN IR E SIBTE S TREFEI KD L S
B2 AR enTOoR £ 499 £ foid BT AL H 885 £ 2 A A #E TR £ 3803

[

FHGE G AR UERERPR AT ISR EFI R BRI H Y 14 o
SARAN #ffg e B¢ HARE T Lo Rl * BFg R EURF DS 04 r 238
PPl FRERHTEFLFNERRET 2B HRE L L EE A RGRTRE
T R b Eege REATAHY 2 S FLH 1 84800 2 o2 Pl TR F B
F2AG BRER - JHEBEARNLIEEMN R BB LR CEITEEERESR
AP TR P ETR e E I TR R(F R R) L ELEFTE 5
BRZE -RHRARABERR - 27 2HF Ky R REHRRpHHEE RS BT
% o #j+a(Sand/kaolin box for pF determination 08.02.SA)d Royal Eijkelkamp = & #
A(F 33@) - ERIRES "ﬁf?i&?’%ﬂ‘é SRt o Ry el 3 7R ERBE
B HIREPERE TN EATEATAIEIRE S 2@ MATE
RS 2 (W G > —lbar) o fo ]l AEH N L IEZREERIPIERERA M
¥ % ; B3 4(15 BAR CERAMIC PLATE EXTRACTOR)d SOILMOISTURE = &
2 A(B330b) e BRIRILE BRI FIERARLFHRIFE - e P T
FEIERIA AR EZ M) PRTH LRFIERABRNTREHLED

EUHE R 3
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B33 B NI MERY R2ZFHRRE o (@4~ (b)R4 & o

2B (R A A7)0 Sy Pk p T 4 47 (Kilmer & Alexander, 1949) :
S T

(1). Hydrogen peroxide (&% -k) H202 (30~35%)

(2). Sodium citrate solution (1§ #f44*) 0.3M NazCsHs07-2H20O (88.4 g/L)

(3). Sodium bicarbonate buffer solution (8% fiz & 4*) 1M NaHCOs3 (84¢g/L)

(4). Sodium dithionite (if = I £ f& 4t ) Na2S204-hydrosulphite

(5). Saturated NaCl solution (4#f= & #-K) /3 f% & 360g/L(20°C)

(6). Sodium hexametaphosphate HMP ((NaPO)3)s (= Ak fs4p )50g/L

2. F &3

(1). f=5~2 ;% * 10g -

(2). 4c > 10ml 2 &3 -k 22 5ml HoO2 # ",ﬁ?’ﬁ WE -

(3). #r » 40ml Sodium citrate solution ¥ 5ml Sodium bicarbonate buffer
solution 1 #% ‘,f i v o

(4). 234 AA4r » 200ml 2 B3 KT EAFEIRE T Z4EF L P L3RR
FikiciE o

(5). wizd A o

(6). ™ 10ml HMP “v & 2B 4 3 {8 L e » 175ml 2 33 -k iE 2 3| A4 e

(7). #-A%cx 22 23778 0.048mm &4 o T HE R IR R

v ST R A

T b Mg R 0.048mm B R R T B 5 4T -

26
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(8). #--gzis ekt Imm ~ 0.495mm ~ 0.25mm ~ 0.1mm ~ 0.048mm &+ 4
L3R DT SRR =S TS

(9). -3 Skt A 47 RePB & BT kT F B A E S
Clay : 0~2um -~ Finesilt : 2~20um ~ Coarse silt : 20~50um ~ Fine sand :
50~200um ~ Coarse sand : 200~2000um
BB BHEALEV RN B AS EAFT0E 0 f e s il

T GmEE iy PR RADERZE F A o

BRI E G BRGNS LR A R G2
(Davies, 1974) -
1L F&paH:
(1). FEdnE e (W) > £ 42520 g ° R 3018 & 2 (< 2 mm)k &0 3
e fEE(Wy) o Bt RI%e » 4 12 105C it ©
(2) Bt e B A ke Y FH R 2SR
ﬁ’f&i (Ws) -
(3). & » -4 14 400°C AL o e iR 15 P2 ik A2 B i
P ERRRAIGERARE W) ERFERFEIBTEE

(4). oM(%) = [C2=22] x 100%
371

Bid e o2 2 S BIR P B

Sk 2
BRI AT SRR A R R AR IV S 2 Rk

T‘-V}
[E—
O
\O
~J
T
g;ﬁ:
A=
had
e
%

A #(TWD97 XY) »

Rz KEF R
Ptk BEAR BRI LHFE T BT EE LRI HTA
R EARR T VA L REFRY 1384 £ 3 F
HF B R AoB 3.4 T o
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o ik f L \ e & b 930755
® tioik / 8 R E r/{
¢ TREEH | /L T
Ve /I\') \-\Lf“
par . !
L R, ! .

. T LT e, V /J’\J/‘
/J : .z::”;'.""\f-- * _— - s haw # 1k 1930%
R RN . JOP A 2
SR e S KAT A S § h
Y, MR 2 T Rl . e
LA U N

e AR IR T L s o KB 1702
ERk:12%

Bl 3.4 R#FAHARE 101~ 102 # 975 2 ED LR B o HELL A HE B L T
Lot FBE G RETREEEL T

Bd F adr s 3 R TR RIAROS Bt frak o T

T
N,

G2 BB o e 3299 o B - WA AT RL

i
o B pesnlianz ity AR oLk

2032 9 3A A BTN LRI £ B EE 2

i
B
o

m*f—’]% gl il BAEBR REBAR & fook 4 EE: 414 B3 2 4’,#5?1» o
TAE A | FHZ) | Fie) | BEARE ¥ e ;¢ PHE

3803 1700 2927 1872 548 1143 2766 3116 3355 3353

302 2 mEpET

SR AR AR E I D A 0 R R Bhhel B L R B2 R BT
%
7

1

BRAHP NIRZE I o2 REZFTHEI2F AT mEY 25 - &
FHRBM > ¢ 2 A %ESA SI~-CL-BD -OM) " » p®##(2 &7 kE)>

29 F RR#E e 3 8 BARATHEMO—005—-0.1~—-033-
—0.5~—1~=2 12 2 —15bar)ed 3 5 K0T & B &7 5 VwVWPF17-VwPF20-

S

|

=
o
—=\
T,
—4
*
i
o
™

VwPF253 ~ VWPF27 ~ Vwlbar ~ Vw2bar ~ Vwl15bar o 3 #L% ad® i 42 B 4o 8] 3.5

7T o
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PRRF R L 5187 & FORLFT £ 2656 & A% 18484 -~ 808 ¥
} 2T i Heth |8 g
G 1822 5 ~ 792 & B a5 ~239 5 4 5 18224 792 %
ot L { s H _— }«
B 3.5 FAls RS AL o M A R A T K - A Ape dop2 3 Rl 0 £AT VG

model & 74t » fm & T 313 ) & Bt o

oL A @E’__ﬁ’lgi}mﬁ,ﬂ?izr'f :

1 @R Ffl A Radordk g2 S/Y L 5187 4 o

2. GHAEREER  E/ER Y 3 EHP(SA~SI-CL~BD -~ OM) > ¥ 5
A B RS o

3. #= ﬁgﬁﬁ?jﬂ‘ﬂ%rl RES S BCIE R ] 0 A L UTRE T0%(1848 )~ il B
30%(808 ¥) o 5 FE iftr B W {8 etk A S B R( AT AT S S B
FrEfES A2 EARAT
(1). miE- prlcfid AP ST TR E LD
Q). TERAFRN DI B LR P EATHE AL HB(F 5 10% >

20%-++e- 90%) °

(3). ++E A F B 48~ 4 =#z RMSE -
(4). 3e4h = RMSE > & scj #icfaF €372 MFTHB(EAF T 3 BH ) o
(5). F %t 100 = #fr;c&-ﬁ = 1 RMSE -
(6). 12 RMSE & /| eh— = i¥ 4 #cyp*r 3] 1 * it fefg 5 o

4, B ¥ Ep Mf L& JeJ2 488 % & (bulk density > BD)¥? 7 % B z £ (organic matter
OM) » g f24c !
(1). #PF R RIEETH Y OM 2 | B 3 23K -
(2). FIFDIR S RIETR R Y OM235%:1 3
(3). #IsF o~ RIEF A P BD<I el 3 -
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OM ¢ BD e "4 B B = > 3V Q) A Bl 4cif 4o o

A H WA LIESOM YL A RELEN1%6% 77 12%~18%0M
2R ¥ AR S G 18 2 3 (Troeh & Thompson, 2005) < OM 42 i 35%¢4 3
R & A 47 57 % PNk 2 (muck soil) 2 & f 2 (peat soil)(F.E. Allison, 1973) 7Nk 2
BRERIfo- BFH PR 82 T EF R DR AT AEFT H Y
BARS ATA N 243 ?ﬂt“%‘"}“,’f OM = *% 35%."1425%7"‘95‘7“ R R et K

F.*;}_' 0

B. McCarty et al. (2016) ~ Rowell (1994)1345.7 I ®edichd 3f » L 13 4 7 %‘r
BT RR C RMRRE IR I FERA 330 KA 339 F
Pl - BBFAE I BENEELFIFA GRS B9 5 lgm’ o AT
LEFLE TS TR 2 2 BRSO RRE TR Y BD<I
o

‘m\k\

-

33 AEEE AL RAE C RWBARZ IHF 2 M %A McCarty ef al., 2016;
Rowell, 1994)

Particle Bulk
density density Porosity

Soil Type (g/em’)  (g/lem?)  (cm’/ecm?)
Mineral soils, plowed horizons
fine-medium texture 2.60 1.0-1.6  0.69-0.46
coarse texture 2.60 1.4-1.8  0.46-0.35
Subsoil and parent materials 2.65 1.5-1.8  0.43-0.32
Grassland and woodland,
surface horizon 24 0.8-1.2  0.67-0.50

Peats 1.4 0.1-0.3 0.93-0.79

B 357 7 ’Jﬁ 3ooF “f F % Bc(Vw ~ VWPF17 ~ --- ~ Vw2bar ~ Vw1 5bar)
O s o AP B B hi VwliSbare 37 &
<A 4 #-€ 02 VG model “F3E VwlSbar c07 Vi (T4 B 0 e F K-

g L3103 &0 eFHm -
30
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3.1.3 Vwl5bar 4t &

VwlSbar & 75 B 44 i —15bar prerip| 182 3 -k A 7

l““b

R THEARABZL G
A SR L EY BBk D 2 5% 2 5| 2 3 7 -k £ (Cassel & Nielsen, 1986)
2 VwlSbar 3% 4 3 ik d &~ 2bdp ook 4 B E s %7 0B (% (Ghanbarian-
Alavijeh & Millan, 2009) » F]* =5 VwiSbar > 8 -k~ R £ 5 gt &8 &
B o R EiER 35T UF R -4;#”% Vwl5bar 4 & B] 34 & #48_ 18224792 4 4
& 5 5854239 & » 877 41 VwlSbar & £ *ﬁ BRI B LT % TR R AL

Zgiﬁotuﬂ, FLBCR b ‘?’ F‘?mﬁ #-1e B2 MR o
FHRFREA L SISl @ﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬁ@%’¥@ﬂé%*
AR R RAETHE HN IR TRESRT BT R

Flt AF 7 41 * van Genuchten (1980)#7# ! <7 VG model i 5 3 3 %R o
R e S0 s Aot B.1)#77F o

o(h) = 6, + — o= %) —1-1 3.1
Wt @y T o

O(h) 5 A FH i t—hem-water PFend 3 2 K8 < 0,0, 5] S e frz KB E RS K
EoHEL emom’ ai A ST BT F 0 R G2 FEkt Mo Ei Vem®

n & 3= & i (pore-size distribution)sh& & > H = 5 & F]=x o

Fd dip e aod 3 2ok B 0 SRS 07 50 2 VG model 04 B 5 8(6 -
O ~a~n)e E FEE SBE A EZ ATHRABRS - FA 2G0T F £EF VG
model #3223 Z K& - 2T 5@ % VGmodel :& {7 VwlSbar 48 & 2. E $8 4% %
S

P

1. 3% T VG-model %##H &+ TE

{6,]0 < 6, <1}~ {6,]10 < 6, < 1}~ {ala > 0} ~ {n|n > 0}

2. MRASFRE S F 3] VG-model %k -

3. 11 {# 37 VG-model 4#*t# VwlSbar -

PRV § ARiE T VwiSbar A B 0 R FHR A PR * chRAsTALE A3 WG
AFH= 2barchd B ZKE - RAZREO)REFFD T T2 0E R B
EEFIEERAFTY L - FIRA 2 450 Vwnbar B A4 7 K2 (6,)
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Ben=>152 Z- BiEken @7 HELT A7H Lo
i A LFERYEE- B EREFRELGDF £

2 8
EVW,ISDaT < Vw,nbar < EVW,ISbar (3'2)

Vwispar = =+ — L F R AR 4SEP] 7 K £ & 518 VG-model # E2 7 k& -

ii. EH-BnEo i@ }_‘%\'3?7}—'-?178 = F R E(3.2)5¢ .
ii. FHRE2EEANELZ - BHEF ORMETFAE S EFIESEnE-

(BD)7F £;2% A 2 K E(6,)E Vwishar Bk 1 TR BRI A
154 B FHEA S KR (6,)% VwlSbar B 5 0 ¥ rEmE 5iE S A a2

B (8w — 84 Vwnbar 4 158 % 0 27 VG-model % ¥t & e L 4o
4 TR AR B (5 16, U S Vwnbanie 7 B © S £ (48 13 % ) -

ol
M
R

P - XEEE 20, #0RFHET ¥ - X S8R S B % S Vwlsbar -
XELE2Z0, =00 FE* F - 28R L %% HE VwlSbar -

(o))
W
|T~

FiEH - kFee T 0 — L Vwnbar A28 TPV R 2 WL RBEREAA S K
£(0,) %% 5 00 & {512 VG-model it {7 VwlSbar 4 & - ji{s enfd 5L 4 77 #-12

Vwl5Sbar VG & % 5 i VG-model *t #&4¢ &/ {82 VwlSbar -
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32 HWIAFHHLEE

h W R
c--=-=-="- > MLR >
I 4 N ‘
P g 1822 4 h
L / 3]
N <
| N I RF rd 3?/?’]
Pl omzFe 924 | >
l & JI
N o - - - ANN >
/ N .
) e A
WA Z B2 ¥
o
R \
F1m -
’?F'T P R

/ . J
B 3.6 fi-AliE ¥ i~ 47428 - MLR ~ RF ~ ANN g % #20 3.2.1~3.2.2

323 ) & mMUuE -

AFETPEFZBARREL > FRY AR EE - F ¥ ¥ - E#H RMSE fF
s AR R R FEHCIERIEE IR B2 B anEd o 7 jhd RMSE &
Xt oz B RO B enTEapl AR o

321 s®Empw Eﬁ; (Multiple Linear Regression © MLR)

MU S DRV - 0 AP L Lo I F AR
At BRLG S %R AU §F (Allison, 1999; Berry er al., 1985; Draper & Smith,
1998) » 438 (3.3) -

y == CO + Clxl + szz + C3x3 + .- (33)

HY Cua > e €~ G~ G332 A58 cnihdie » 5B ™ 13438
B T2k RE o
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AETPEG 8 BARPATRENLIE KR FBATRUZI®EK
Ervadz- BIREMMERFE AT LG 8B RE ML FS AR &
BN E G5 B RFIRREE) | BEOSE(F RRE) 0 w5 (34) -

s

\

O() = Cy+ C; X SA+ Cy X SI + C3 X CL + C, X BD + Cs X OM (3.4)

@Fs RS hE - B RE FAbE > T AR T A kR
ERMBAL o AFT 7 %Y % B #O8E F) 5 (Variance Inflation Factor » VIF) » &
PR R L3 % &3 & & M (Akinwande ef al., 2015; Craney & Surles, 2002)

v (3.5)

1
VIF; = R (3.5)
HPVIF L5 iRk $BEOPETT >RZLBTIGEREYEAR: R¥E 2
Ry SRR YR i&ﬁf? WA o A1 iF 2. 4 2t #ie(Coefficient of determination) » H

2 S N e (2.23)

AT R RFEZ Y hcar e 1B HWERT)F N E AP iE @A §
R fFo 425 A" python ¥ sklearn £ LinearRegression i i& {7 ff%

3.2.2 %1% #+k(Random Forest » RF)

LN
S
o
S
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MW ARG S E Y - &0 d § B U (Decision tree) 2 & @ = (Breiman,
2001; Ho, 1995) > 77 & Bl4c® 3.7 #7177 o LW Htrp ot il 23 3 B2 2%
engrld % - B 2P VIPGERY FRHEY A REEWB EAA NI L
TN FPREFTHELE)TLATIVRIEA o F 2 B TWPE R T PRREY
§ ARG Y MR PE I~k BT S R Rk 5 PR o AT YR A PR
st e e R LSk o By g 5 pE PREFV WY S
8 2 # ¥ (ensemble learning) » % 5 BE Y Biea H 2 EME Y M o

“ﬁﬁ&%f#iiﬁ%ﬂ P R PP FHANRE » FI R B BR 7 F 8
FHRE (TR AR S H TR R Ap e o FHER I R SRRl E S 2 P
REA T o we? P E R o iy~ TP SRR R R ET T e

2 FenE MM FIHRE EATY B P AT E S BRI R 2R R
TP AP ER - AR RS R L L A F ARG & RN R
AP R A R EE ¢ - BAR LR (R 330 ) & )Rag < H W g o
M AR B REhe 4
L - kR S i R HE AR (over fitting)

OGRS FRCHIER SR hE R o

W~ TG S AR DRV AL FRERDSEE
?ﬁs?]%i"@?ﬁfé?ﬁ%@i"

By R E e pEFY 2 2 -

e

o H w NP

W HT A S RFR LGS A A AP RGFIEL AR N
¥ B ARHA @ * afr V3T S 5 pythons 2% % sklearn » shRandomForestRegressore
R B R enZE 40112 sklearn ¥ £ RandomizedSearchCV > 41 * Bg s i 2607 54 £ %
Ty B¢ 44 E Bt (742 % Bc(Hyperparameter) $ ff 1v o e d 42 £y FF &
B ER A T A T
Ak 7 Aehdic £ (10~200)

EPpFeE X FR(O0n n 347 EFF o] A B A K)o
54 N IRE BT T g R A #(2~20) ©

A w0 Do

A58 ¥ § 8002 ko] 1 A fi(1~10) o
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BB 100 e ik > P E B RIS § 3 X ehi R BB TE RNG W
9 P %
BRSSO B £ 34T B S iE 2 2 8 B2 A
P end 3 g R EAERIECA 4R

%348 B2 AFEN 3R KR TS SR

Vw VwPF17 | VWPF20 |VWPF253 | VWPF27 | Vwlbar | Vw2bar | Vwl5bar VG

RN 160 170 170 80 170 120 200 120
354 & B

Bl A B 3 8 8 6 8 17 11 17
25§ & Bk

bl b 8 10 10 8 10 10 10 10
5 e
10 10 1 1 1 1
PR 0 0 0 70 00 70

3.2.3  #4 & §& (Artificial Neural Network » ANN)

A SRR ERSEY - B SR s | g (layer) 0 T KK
i) A - B = & i (LeCun & Bengio, 1995; LeCun ef al., 1989) » ¥ - #¢ 5 =
7 L BlAo B 3.8 o A SRR DD - Bk - B S B R -
@?] MR A o AP P AT i w AR 2 A e B (Feedforward fully
connected neural network) » & — K ¢ chE B G A Y E T R R B SR

2 ORHEI K e B e B A L We ] 3.9 4 o

,’ —————————————————————— \\
[ Bt I
- > it S le—— B
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
I R 1
1 T |
\ Zd ,Jq_ /
N o o o o o e e e e e e e e e e e o e e -

B 3.8 H - #¢ 5 <~ (Neuron)7 & B] o 25f4! ‘e T R FERH AP g d
(weight)£2 ik £ (bias)iE = & iz it o
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5 R

A 20 A A
CER tgg kg

W 3.9 4 G

AET RS BIRAREC TG R DRRS SoRFE R - K2 e
20 @A A B S 2 HORA R FI AR R S 1o 2 R SRR

* ef2 ;N 3E 2 5 python s # * keras * 7 Sequential ~ Dense H-j2 o #73] P A7 S8 A

Wi

e

1. "2 k#EL 1

2. CEERK Y R g AP 5200

3. i * s O Bie(activation function) i AR & R S Bie(Rectified Linear Unit »
ReLU) -

4. i it E(Optimizer)# * Adam i& {7

5 7 & * Z 3 ;= (Dropout) °

RSPBE BB EE AR BEZEALEECDRETFRES T R HE
BREE(TrXHEESFFRILA) - LT BRESL IS EE WURAD R A 7 2

e

,LO
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33 HFEKELLK
3.3.1 AR £ £ }4(Gini importance)

Xgoooe Xn)ﬁ 7 EEIER e BT ;gr} # A s2 8 (Gini impurity)$ ] 1 GuB A2 > # & i
WA T F s & A EIER T kg2 B AR AR R BT RE R
M o

AW A & Bt ik R 3R € & 4e(3.6) #7 o1 (Ishwaran, 2015) «

J J
1© =) pO[1-pO] =1-) p®)? (36)
j=1 =1

j
I(t) 5 &8t ek L3 f o pi(t) 5 & 8Lt ¢ Bt j ehsf w]iE 5 (class frequency) ©

FFABRMIPNZ AR FHAFEI TR E S F EIJ%%‘E} (3.6)58 7 3+

=== S p————— - N

| |
| |

I I
| |

| |
| |

I I
| |
| I I |

\ \
N e e = = - Ll / N e e em = = — /

B 300 ¢ AR FRA 2N FIhengEd ARG H (ARG R
BRjeffc] 2 53 N FIRAEES A g s A IR g s B - ) A AT 256
7ETE AR e A A BAE (T G oA S o A KA i BEE i A A pEs

#rps b engk RS2 (Gini impurity decrease) ¥ d (3.7)3% 3+ & @ {7 (Ishwaran, 2015) °
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AI(t) =&x I(t)—&l(tr)—ﬁl(tl) 3.7)
N N, N,

It) % &8t o LA M2 F &R LT o I(t) 5 8t w 2 A A2 F &8 L

FER o N i t & B AR o NZ R AIKE o N, 5 &8t w AR s &8s ¢

m‘f{d‘ﬁiﬂ oNtl'i"" é{"ﬂ‘!:vt'?' /4:\;Jm—%‘ E‘[”ﬂé’—. TE Emﬂ}'{ﬁxﬁig °

AW A 2 & B aF e g & [ (variable importance) B ¥ ,%’ﬁf d (B8 E A
(Ishwaran, 2015) -

2x; AL (D)
X AI(Y)
V(X)) » FHX L &M o Yy AI(D) 7 W RBX 7 A H2 9 &8 Lfp

"E&‘fr‘ ZAI(t) S ”'T—" ?F—;Lmz’ikf’u #ﬁ’?/}f—:\‘ \.\’f‘? °

VX, = 3.8)

BSERBLEHY 25 B E R ZRGINAE S 0~1 cndkid o

V(X;)

e V(XD (39

Gaecision tree(Xi) =

Fo BEBATRE S K PR RIES AR AR ER BT SER s
SR R B A 8 0 2 E 2 e R (B0)4 T o B d AL £ R
PR B 0 BB T R A B E R g

G (X)) k=1Gaecision tree, (Xi)
random forest\Ai) —
pd 1 z:n=1 Gdecision treey (Xi)

(3.10)

%ﬂiiﬁﬁ%%;?;ﬁﬂ}\f?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁé@Wﬁ%ﬁﬁi%&
R od SRR SRR £ R T AR AR e T A T R SRR 6
*%’ﬁ%%&ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ*?@%Gﬁﬂﬂmﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ,u%@@fﬁ
B o R Y B R EARE RS AL R M end < A B B RS AR i
TR — B HGE AR AR il&ﬂ"ﬁ%&ﬁﬁfm Fh ootk T LR A
AR €& BiRipdREFTHEFTE  F A0 8 H & (over-fitting) ™ & 2
BEFRPFEFTHOPRREF > LR E DAL EL MG Vil 22
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(Breiman, 2001)

AN PHEBBERFY AR EEHLET ROV A
E‘.%'Vif%ﬁiiiﬁ%°
SRR HReTR O it dp Y 5 sklearn o

ERIRLES SR A
TR E R 322

A oH-33.2 ) & 5

Iﬁhﬁz-l{,_\ﬂ»

AETE AR

332 A ER M
7| £ & |4 (Permutation Importance)# % #_d Breiman (2001)# ! ¥ & * 345
¥ AR B 0 F R R WA S e E £ | o NE (S Fisheretal (2018)#-34 3 2 4 E ¥
Br SR S LB E R B E R AR B S BB R R
P e AAE IR LR T = RENE TR P S N P
TR T R - B 311 T %?L?}ffi‘lﬁb e 3B e
% By L BIE MR | B bR BD OM
4125w | 36.09 22.66 1.75 2.86
2 39.588 ) 37.11 23.30 1.69 4.13
3 42.00 39.37 18.63 1.50 1.82
V.4
f
1809 [ 3339¢| 4318 | 2343 1.8 3.47
1810 ||N28.64 43.85 27.51 1.65 2.36
1811 | 3291 41.20 25.90 1.43 2.13
1812 | N44.48 34.69 20.83 1.67 251

B 301 48 R s B

$ B -

27 LM -BD-OMA UL AMBAE T RTIE - F

RS o B B

FggE - TR GEPBRAFERINLELP(T LA
Bbe 5B AP ER ) Fi B WAL 0 PR ARG
i$ﬁ°_;ébﬁ%ﬁﬁ B MrdE 2 B HGE IR o B B AL K
AR R PR R g F AL BT i

i EEA
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TR AT Rk At E ) R e P & A 5 AR B 2 4o (Fisheref

al., 2018) :

Lo r 'z 3 e LECAS S BAaCEEX TR P RE e By 2 LR
&IE(y, f)

2. P EREBHUFELeog =E (v, f(0) > pl4cticd5 1384 RMSE -

3. ¥ E-BHEAg el 2 3, , PYEFILT B (F o
(1). F5d $AEGX Y DEd] B2 PR LN ey 2 PR foTERI P R T

FEw gy Benhl X D3EH A B o

(A*ﬁ%%ﬁ*&@%m=E@f@W0%

(3). B HAR LR A HAEL 2 BFL =T, XA ko A

€orig
Flj = eperm — €orig * ™ TR PR -
R - HEE SIS LRSI L e [P S

Vb R BRI A B E R B F Rk L IR
hbE o0 @ AF GRZ AT AR P RN E R o AT R 3R )
FA R AL 2 L B E A E &M F kB A Z £ B HCA(MLRRE~
ANN)z_ 5 298 % #(SA ~ SI - CL ~ OM ~ BD)srgt 5| & & |4 o

R PEOP LR MY > £iF python #2558 3F 3 ¢ sklearn & ;¢ B eh

jm

3@

inspection.permutation_importance -4 i€ {7 F (To 2% L Sficdk * 357 9324 RMSE>

PR 1000 X EFEEM S PN FERSEOENEEHEL G o
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34 FmERPEL

341 #HAHRE
T A B REET Y - BRI A

F IR PR F A
7% (noise)(Kumar & Srivistava, 2012) » 434 (3.11)

2
g

ZIEG R RS
G.11)

y(x) =(x) +e(x)
i S Al S AR R0 chat

kB oe(x)s 4
() 5 TR > 5 AT S k(AR e x

x%%ﬁ eIfE F
a2 BHTE 0 &2 %é—é“%t@iow
R Sl @R RpROBED BFREM) T B LR  (p OkF I diEiE o

(p, €)% = fcig 2 T & 4o (Kohler et al., 2009)

tp=k+y, k€N, 0<y<1:4£C>0
kdENO'- k=k1++kd’m?§7%%g‘:;\‘

Sfem 1 R - R0 F 40475 ky,
(3.12)% .2 & 5 G A3)RIFFS Hm & (p, O) % &

ofm (3.12)
6xf1-~~6x§d .
km km
() e ()| < Co a2l (rz€RY  (13)
dxke ... 9x dxkr ... "
Y- 3 XEALV

FAKRGF - ATERREES NG 240 E1D)Y &
& B 37 32408 (3.14)~(B.15) o £ #-58(3.14)~3.15)4p 4 rP B A K F B I E L E

boit (3.16) 477 o
(3.14)

Y(xo) = Pnlxo) +n(xo)
(3.15)

€(xo) = Nn(xo) + &(x0)
(3.16)

y(xo) = P(xo) + €(xp) = Pp(x0) +n(x0) + Nn(x0) + £(x0)
B o Mn(xg) & BRI ATIERIFEZL o Nu(xo) » H-

(1]

RUE © Jp(xo) 5 HANATIR
etk A R Bk, () ~e(xg)d F 2 o

xo ,?> #\ j\ﬁ*%§
A FTIE R B B M o e(xy) B FTELRE
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bARTL BB TR (r)  Na(xo) ~ £(xo) » 1 AR G 4 WA
BIT B o m(xo)d 020 2 2B endid sle o o 6 1 A1 3 )~ B s R
PIFERIA P AT E R Tt g R E R R RECRE F BRI 4 T ()
BETETFRFR A TEAH S o ()R] R P EEBA TR S DR B
AP PR AT 7 AR TR S BARRIPE > 0 S R R AR i 2 2 0T %
B Rt RS SR A SRS 2 2 AR R o e(xg) 2 B 2 1L kg
# 14 (inherent randomness) » & ;FFHEH gt 3 2 AL ER S H QR o
FI* m = Hep 22 e () TR REEL B ER(x) X3 8 2 % EE[R(x)] °
B R R ek o R L L 2 R BRG] S, 1 -7 4
FHTL(I—a)FETEREAD L ERREERR - AT EHT  -REL 0055 7
PE OS%EEIFRREAD Y BoELP Y B2 B R A7 2 Acit 4o (Davison
& Hinkley, 1997; Efron & Tibshirani, 1994) :
I S T EF ThS =1
2. MIZ 487 FHCAI(MLR ~ RF ~ ANN)A B2 = 502 fbs e & 9 0] -
3. M-AEFANEEIEZRESFRLIAEIREZT KT > T Z AEA D7
AL T IR LR ERBERALE o
4. Kyt 1822 FEA ARG - R A o
5. #* p B4j%(Bootstrap method) » #-#k A& AP aw B €A HEE B X - &
- XEWERRRTAL NP BRATFERAMEA S AR -
6. I E BRI AHTHBEIPR 25975 F A KT LEFLEL 005 T
BHAEAH Y BN OS%EE i % o
H+¢ B i- TR #E > Efron& Tibshirani (1994)22:% B 1 > F & <3+ 200> @
Hesterberg (2011)R]2£3% 1 > + %+ 1000 « *#F 7k T B % 1000 =% o & B 2 fo A F
Ui = AHCA(MLR ~RF~ANN) > & 7 1% & 2 ficp 2572 > 2 W35 § kA5

BLIELH Y B2 BT
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34.2 ’;E‘/‘E'J?P i

F$(3.16)¢ ¢ & gErs ARIEZOREFRIE DI EEN > I E 2 Hep B2
Wy (xg) > TF FGERHATERIER o 3.16)7 F - FHEEZ S NAoT
Al R TRE T F R RET F I B3 ED, () ©
B. £ fl* a2 MEFL T HAERFLA ol AFE 2 frn(xg) + e(xo)
C. HBfsfl* @A prri2A 4 poiis  ERHATFRES S Mn,(x) °

A F R EFAL T RN(x) + e(xo) RIF 5 Far MR enfia) o R B 5 3R
EABCL] o TR S o T F R R BT A B - A LR B (T e
PIR) SRR FAITEN(x) te(xg) (TR B I o LHRFHFLAAAEES 0 Fl i
pEtfRATION e 7023 AR iy & RRIE R AR SR BT .
A FT % %% Hastie et al. (2009) Section 7.11 &84 N % » & % & FH A
% (no-information error rate) ~ 4p ¥t 18 #% & 5 (relative overfitting rate) » 3 & #-3] 55 7
LIt R L2 () + Q) E o2 F ATt E S ik A et 317)(.18)>
(3.19) 7

Py > ()~ 9a(x)) (3.17)

i=1j=1

. errotyy — errovirgin

R="— (3.18)
Y — erT0T¢rqin

0.632
= (3.19)
1—0.368R
N(xy) + e(xp) = (1 — W) X erroryqin + W X error,y (3.20)

niHEAPEEFTRRLF REAPHEIRE Foerrorirqin 5 3" RE 2384 ~erroryy
SRR 2L o WE WATERREL o R AFEL L freniE £ o

TEFENR AT AFEL St B R F R AR A Pad 2R o T
AT EE Ry(x) Pa(x) FAES P AP E R T REL I YA &

Bt BB R e P (x0) ~ n(xo) »e(xg) *Mn(xo) EIFRI T3+ EP(xo) > £ == B 7T
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RBE Rehiy ok o E BT G 29 () e[S, 1-5|F 2 mlcir 51— a) &

EAERIHR o« AP TEREGOREL 0050 X378 OS%EEIFRIFRE > HE 2 n

27 SF) B 3.12 0 F - ) e i 4240 (Hastie ef al., 2009; Kumar & Srivistava,

2012) :

L Mmooy g e T A2 A P2 RADREF D
pESHRA o

2. éﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ#%iéﬁﬁiﬁ%#ﬁé%ﬁﬁo

3. M LpEfR A fRECRUETE LG~ F R AT S B IR ORI e TR

R XiEpHhEFTHRT

FHE2 RS EA DRI R HREE L F B £ 8

FER NP EREFLE
i, HRIRELEEREA VR ERA EGRREELF R

4. EAHEFL2H L B o

5. HBBAPRREEZF BREILTERFI LT TIHE - 2 TR (3.15)58 ¢ #3)
FERE % R, (x) ©

6. AR 2 fRECR AT L A R RS N F A S0 £
BF R a2t -

7. MR EzZ FRREFEEERGEA>GIDNFEETAELF -

8. i 1~100 Bl s | tha &4 8wl » NEPRVRE - HRFEE2 F RBEGE
Z(ELA FEPRAET - R) o

9. fI* 82 A FHERVRE S HEEF BREEL 0 &~ (3.18)~(3.19)
PEAPERE F A ELRE -

10. #4854 (3.20)3" & BRI R R £ ok 2354 2 fon(xg) + e(xo) ©

11 R A <) 5 B AR E R R nn () > Z A <] 5 100 SHBCAl AR

A otk AL 2 (o) + e(xg) AR v o T A D A TR () ARt B A
HHEA< ] 2BXx100- 2 ¢ B 2 - T2 8KE » 247 F 2 R& 341 ] R T
- R#E-BE L5 1000 =t -

12, 3+ 8 9(x)12.5°975 F 4~ =8 B B 5 B ¥ K8 0.05 ch 95%FF R T 7
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£ B AT BHI(MLR RF~ANN) > % 7 1% g3 #cp o474 > &

Vv‘];"‘-ﬂj ¥ =T 7},{ ﬂ\E‘f”'?F‘_/F'J?F oo

. 1. : B ELHBTEE ) Yo :
%)llﬁ —> BBk
) e _ I
I B 3. v |
4. | v |
£ 4f B=x | 3.0 o F 3t |
56}—]54 Y2 ¥
6. | '3 I A A |
VY
| |
BB I T A 5 PTFs |
| |
\ 4 _m e —_——

PTF
4[ BT A ] [ Rl fALf E J

‘1’ \l’ 8. lgfyf_'. s | sz
[wﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁJ [ R A F—— = v
: B IR R B %
9. | £@3.16
7. | #@3.15) 7 (3.16) % o ()
\ 4 v
= v oo ] 9. ( 7} ‘J‘_@*’:E 8. _u"ﬁ,g,\ had
EFRELS N o
J2@.16) L *E
F(3.17)
8. ME A
HiE B al I
-\ 3.18
G19 11. ~ 12.
. - N 4 ;:. “TB&"‘ A’\ /i’-
ﬁﬂﬁﬂ#i%ﬁiﬁ]w“Tg Ak

A 2 Frn(xo) + e(xp) J

[ TEP W B ]

Bl 3.12 & fcp 2R AR % B2 VAR - A d 304 5 R4 TR E 1822
TEPIREET2E o d WF BRI TE 42 F 2 AR T BB p B
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¥4 BEREHEH
41 PR RIBFTHEEHFEZ S

FHGE S FoiE R R R e g’?:}_’r Bts o i 3 S a4l T A
RAFL TR AIRE PIRETHE o B kdpE ML EIN(USDA) S HE T
B AET 0 T RIS R T AR A Z & TR Bl 41 - Bl 42 4T

Sandy Clay

LY
Clay Loam

30 :

Sandy Clay Loam

20
Silt Loam D
&)
10
oamy Sand\, g Silt S
ooan B R o ) QO
0 . e
2 % % 3 % % B % 9 2 °

&

Sand content (%)

B4l RFALE (R 1822 £)3 3= & [T+ B
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Sandy Clay

Clay Loam

30

Sandy Clay Loam

Silt Loam

<€

Sand content (%)

Bl42 RIFEFTAE(Z 792 9)1 = & 7 B

PR 41~ B 42 ¢ T g R Em A - SEF ALY 03 4 (Loam) ~ ) IR 2
(Sandy Loam) ~ £ 4k3E + (Silty Clay Loam) 7 2 > # =t B] Z 3k 3 * (Clay Loam)
£ 3 2 (Silt Loam) ~ # F#) 2 (Loamy Sand) ° # I fE 47 2. & 3 # ficds it 4o T
(Division of Soil Survey, 1993) :

® Pt IEppERT AL UEMPHA G P RELERE o

® L IR AT A NEEERNG AR BACRT B mAR i b T
%J °

® Y AR AR PIBRMIRES A 2R R ETH -

® L ERR BRI IR R PR
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A A A E R AR B B8 { S BPFT Ak 2
Bof =z L H RlA~h A uf(s 7 @ B oo

FORE o3 T H B IR L FL R E Y R PRI T NET L b
kA B R A PARR AR B R (R K2R ¥ T ERIBEALGER

.
-\1,\,
T,
iy
S5
i
4
o
i\
=S
&
&
i
W
-
g
<

%#fﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁwwa?ﬁé3M+$Lﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ°
AFTHEUVREERREE LR R EDE B R R R

FEE L R AeB 4.3 o e

100F
_ [ training

testing

801

601

%

40¢

20

SA S CL
Explanatory variable (a)
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25 I training
testing
20
15
X
10 E
5
0
oM
Explanatory variable (b)
2.0 B training
testing
1.8
1.6
g ..................
)
1.4
12
1.0 A
BD
Explanatory variable ©
M43 ¢ RSP RA@D B 25 E - OFBFFE OQRMBA - F4
B SRR AR REEET A £ e d BRAATIOE B FRALY
]“j& ﬁt‘ml'—fé} f,‘—( \f,‘/]\f:é'_o
A A i ¥y 3 2 p o0H =(SA~SI-CL-OM "%@"}E_'FTA\:% ~BD A
glem’) o F 4wk £ Kk R R

E=k SIS ' SR A0 -
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ST e B REBIEEE TS R TP AF ] AL RS

P (4. D 5 18 & fic(standard score) £ 5§ B = £ K BT A Tt e

I~

(4.1)

za R xR ATIHE  SEHEAREL -

% 2% it (Standardization) 5 — fA A3 > Fpb fE R R B R A A T AR R
B S s FA K- Ko P P ERRRE BESERETS TR P E iR
He(]4o BDE =5 glom®~ 2 # 4 Bz HHEE =R AR F AV )BERF PR
bt > 10— o R A BT e R iR e e g g R
B4of] 4.4 950 o 7 UFRA A RE SRR R T B

i, SA~CL @A b 4237 o
ii.  SI BD @yt 4 s #ifie SIS > i
ii.  OM A Gk A>xAE 4FBERFEEHE 22 GLFPRDTR(TT S

P
B ©°

T

g g E) o

12t 0 training 5
testing
10p
c
8,

Standard score
=

—l—
|
+— Ml
|
|
il
|
|

SA ST CL BD oM
Explanatory variable

44 & RS oG8R M - Hons 5B RARt - fgns SIS
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& # i+ (Standardization) & 2. #% & 4 #c(standard score) °

Bt s B B E S e (4.2) 43)5 A
MAX = [Q3/4 + 1.5 X IQR ,max(x)]min (4.2)

MIN = [Q1/4 — 1.5 X IQR ,min(x)]max (4.3)

X7 ™ Q34 % 3w 4 ix(upperquartile) » Q4 = % 1w 4 (lower quartile) * IQR =

2 4 = ¥ jE(interquartile range) » Q3,4 — Qqa° B B/ B BER] L BEHEE o

FHF ERE(IEZRE R 8 BA R ATE ), T L LSRR R RAR

4.5 95 7 o

0.6 I training

testing

a» ©o

o
n
o

z
oo oo
prceno

yoinioNeluian]

domoo o o
J _—

'_
TOOMIRE O O

=
[}
1
|.
1
1
|.
1
]
1
I
r
[¢]

3, 3
Water content(cm /cm™)
et €

1 . || 8
Vw VWPFI7  VwPF20 VWwPF233  VwPE27  Vwlbar  Vw2bar Vwlsbar VG
Response variable
W45 &7 Rz 2z RELHRRP - Fidhs 8 BF B¥HE - S5 27K
B LM kB (omYomd) o FF B H G AL PERBE T . 7 k4

BRLTIHE % FRLY mHho

e
=

ij
O@I
I
i
1

FORAS ¢ 7 AR R 2 Bk BT AR
B0 s FoE gL b LRI TR A GARRARE ¢ 0 I TR

B FREATRA IR KR TG E R LG AR T OH 46
52

doi:10.6342/NTU202301530



0.080 y=0.1648x +0.021

R2=0.9412 . '@

0.070
0.060 ‘ y=0.1582x +0.0215
R2=0.9438
op:8
0.050
. w.-.'h"'".\-".\-
BEE 0040 e [ ElE &
3emd) -
(cm?/em?) @i
0.030 T
0.020 (]
0.010
0.000
0.000 0.050 0.100 0.150 0.200 0.250 0.300 0.350 0.400
F ¥ {& (cm?/em?)
@46 7"7513;!'}’,? g: %g J\E-_*ﬂ__'g-g__b%lij_g,‘_ 'ﬂ:@ ﬁ“ﬁhp, J\ﬁlij
B Gdhi I REREL s em’/om® o B BEET A BEA W] L 0B 2R

HR AR RTRAMEL IR LE

KR40 7 HFRIFRELHTIDEEREF ORI APY - &5 PR T bx
J&(Proportional Effect)(Manchuk et al., 2009) - & % I¢ A F 4 v e kT2 L5 &
Fo bR T AR ARAEHN I R AT R I E R EFRE HRELE
e “ﬁ%f&?%"ﬁ U AR LT BB 45013 424431 ) @2 274 S o

TR A4S L VHERARIEZKEZFDEHFFR ~ 0 FRprE-L
EBH A4 VG model » #-pt 8 BT KBRS - AL AT b AT ik
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Vw

VwPF17

VwPF20

VwPF253

VwPF27

Vwlbar

Vw2bar

Vwl5bar VG

SA

0.149/0.231
(0.000/0.000)

-0.039/0.039
(0.099/0.276)

-0.128/-0.066
(0.000/0.063)

-0.313/-0.274
(0.000/0.000)

-0.323/-0.278
(0.000/0.000)

-0.415/-0.377
(0.000/0.000)

-0.435/-0.438
(0.000/0.000)

-0.378/-0.382
(0.000/0.000)

SI

-0.181/-0.265
(0.000/0.000)

0.030/-0.048
(0.199/0.175)

0.120/0.059
(0.000/0.095)

0.297/0.262
(0.000/0.000)

0.301/0.263
(0.000/0.000)

0.398/0.368
(0.000/0.000)

0.451/0.446
(0.000/0.000)

0.393/0.394
(0.000/0.000)

CL

-0.094/-0.167
(0.000/0.000)

0.047/-0.023
(0.044/0.525)

0.128/0.070
(0.000/0.048)

0.311/0.270
(0.000/0.000)

0.326/0.278
(0.000/0.000)

0.405/0.361
(0.000/0.000)

0.379/0.393
(0.000/0.000)

0.328/0.336
(0.000/0.000)

BD

-0.460/-0.470
(0.000/0.000)

-0.352/-0.375
(0.000/0.000)

-0.323/-0.339
(0.000/0.000)

-0.271/-0.250
(0.000/0.000)

-0.283/-0.263
(0.000/0.000)

-0.196/-0.174
(0.000/0.000)

0.168/0.148
(0.000/0.000)

0.067/0.045
(0.004/0.208)

OM

0.231/0.202
(0.000/0.000)

0.237/0.212
(0.000/0.000)

0.278/0.262
(0.000/0.000)

0.350/0.321
(0.000/0.000)

0.360/0.331
(0.000/0.000)

0.363/0.372
(0.000/0.000)

0.083/0.159
(0.000/0.000)

0.114/0.186
(0.000/0.000)
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242 ARREREF BERELATAEL Sadpl BB p et

Vw VwPF17 VwPF20 | VwPF253 VwPF27 Vwlbar Vw2bar |Vwl5bar_VG

SA 0.181/0.264 | -0.003/0.081 |-0.087/-0.010/-0.278/-0.232|-0.289/-0.241 |-0.402/-0.364|-0.426/-0.421| -0.386/-0.398
(0.000/0.000)|(0.894/0.023)(0.000/0.780)|(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000)| (0.000/0.000)

SI -0.208/-0.300/-0.007/-0.097, 0.075/-0.004 | 0.258/0.218 | 0.263/0.224 | 0.388/0.364 | 0.451/0.442 | 0.409/0.419
(0.000/0.000)|(0.778/0.006)(0.001/0.906) (0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000)| (0.000/0.000)

CL -0.133/-0.216/0.018/-0.060 | 0.099/0.026 | 0.286/0.236 | 0.303/0.247 | 0.397/0.348 | 0.370/0.382 | 0.339/0.359
(0.000/0.000)|(0.453/0.091)(0.000/0.473) (0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000)| (0.000/0.000)

BD -0.416/-0.449/-0.313/-0.350/-0.281/-0.308/-0.216/-0.199-0.227/-0.213|-0.133/-0.128 | 0.189/0.186 | 0.081/0.074
(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000)(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000)| (0.001/0.038)

OM 0.129/0.145 | 0.147/0.164 | 0.207/0.227 | 0.303/0.290 | 0.318/0.304 | 0.337/0.350 | 0.128/0.183 | 0.171/0.213
(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000)(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000)|(0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000) (0.000/0.000)| (0.000/0.000)

FF A1~ 24279 %3 RET PR DR PIEE 2 2R $HESA-SI-CL
25 %8 VWPF17 ~ VWPF20 > 4 ip il & E A ApR Ao ¢ Mt H 8 F R &
Boo gt TP 2 R HT AT EL 5 —0.05 —0.1bar 2 3 F KB ARM LI o W
EH 2T & VWPFL7 ~ PF20 s0ff o 1w 7 > f25% fhdics ¢ 9. BD ~ OM € -
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VIF Z &%= > £ RAEFEHF Fichles > ek 43
43 PRE 2 %R BILETF] S A
SA SI CL OM BD
VIF
(without SA) NA 4.05 4.27 1.51 1.37
VIF
(without SI) 11.41 NA 11.76 1.51 1.37
VIF
(without CL) 22.11 21.57 NA 1.51 1.37
i E-FlE - R VIF B s s NA&7@- 72 VIF35 53 4 50 %k -

KE 439 7 u5 EL—E.;'K% SA R ¥ 11 g5 s /ﬂ R AR It S 2

SRBRFATE L NGAY 0 =00 R FGAECH E (44

0() = Co' + Ci' X SI + C,' x CL + C3' X BD + C,' x OM (4.4)

oGy s BeniszmiF AN BIE €~ Cp~Ch ~C) 5 B ekts 2w jf = 22t fhdc o

¥ ook 43¢ PHF IR SA~SI~CL iz 2 8245 OM ~ BD % B $0 & 75
FE o RHRPARSELFOAMAME IVEETE 5 BEEYERLT O
R e L 4ph Tlic > 4ok 44 -
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244 RERERELF LR S M ki

SA SI CL OM BD
SA 1 -0.98 -0.95 -0.23 0.00
SI -0.98 1 0.86 0.18 0.03
CL -0.95 0.86 1 0.29 -0.03
OM -0.23 0.18 0.29 1 -0.50
BD 0.00 0.03 -0.03 -0.50 1

Goad s Ty ﬁJSASICLﬁ*OM SR ARIT 0 A T BD B g
f SA~CL~OM # #wR— 18 » % i 74 (3.5)%> OM ~

FREARME FEISEVRET ARG T ENGHET FRATE LT
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PUE L ARG F hd 3 7k £ (Vw s VWPF17 » VWPF20 ~ VWPF253 ~ VWPF27)
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%45 % ﬁ\’?%ﬁ vt SRR 2
&mawﬂ&%ﬁ 55

FokgE2 %“E‘ﬂt&&ﬁﬁ‘é\ﬁﬁf EE SR L S
FEE 2 BB At B ﬁﬁ: % #c o

intercept SI CL BD oM
v 0.63913 | -0.00182 | 0.00123 | -0.16921 | 0.00087
w (0.000) | (-0.304) | (0.151) | (-0.438) | (0.021)
vwprly | 038318 | 0.00019 | 0.00011 | 0.09844 | 0.00255
w (0.000) | (0.040) | (-0.017) | (-0315) | (0.076)
Vwpr20 | 031976 | 0.00056 | 0.00013 | 0.07790 | 0.00420
w (0.000) | (0.122) | (0.021) | (-0261) | (0.131)
0.20977 | 0.00089 | 0.00045 | -0.04858 | 0.00640
VWPE253 1 0.000) | (02000 | (0.075) | (-0.170) | (0.208)
Vwpryy | 020742 | 0.00075 | 0.00072 | 0.05218 | 0.00637
w (0.000) | (0.167) | (0.118) | (-0.181) | (0.205)
Vwibar | 007550 | 000105 | 0.00051 | -0.01890 | 0.00665
w (0.000) | (0.272) | (0.097) | (-0.076) | (0.248)
Vwabar | 004549 [ 0.00118 | -0.00022 | 003417 | 0.00212
w (0.000) | (0.480) | (-0.067) | (0.216) | (0.125)
20.01522 | 0.00070 | -0.00018 | 0.01124 | 0.00125
VwISbar VG 6000) | (0.442) | (-0.084) | (0.110) | (0.114)
TP TP P Y Y E TR N R Py s
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model | Vw | VWPF17 | VWPF20 | VWPF253 | VWPF27 | Vwlbar | Vw2bar |Vwi5bar VG
MLR | 0064 | 0056 | 0053 | 0049 | 0049 | 0041 | 0.026 0.018
(cﬁlﬁfcsﬂ) RF | 0055 | 0050 | 0047 | 0042 | 0043 | 0035 | 0023 0.015
ANN | 0061 | 0054 | 0051 | 0049 | 0048 | 0040 | 0.026 0.018
MLR | 025 0.13 0.13 0.20 0.21 0.25 0.24 0.17
R? RF | 045 0.31 0.32 0.41 0.40 0.45 0.45 0.37
ANN | 033 0.18 0.20 0.21 0.26 0.29 0.29 0.18
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model | Vw | VWPF17 | VWPF20 |VwPF253 | VwPF27 | Vwibar | Vw2bar |VwiSbar VG
MLR | 0062 | 0054 | 0052 | 0049 | 0049 | 0041 | 0027 0.019
(:;xfﬂ) RF | 0062 | 0053 | 0051 | 0047 | 0047 | 0039 | 0027 0.019
ANN | 0064 | 0055 | 0052 | 0049 | 0049 | 0041 | 0027 0.019
MLR | 028 0.14 0.13 0.17 0.18 0.23 0.24 0.18
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23 REFRRFLDISY%EREFREDTRE TR > E i 7kE
(cm’/cm®) -
Vw VWPF17 = VWPF20 = VWPF253 | VWPF27 | Vwlbar | Vw2bar VWIS(';’”—V
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95% prediction interval
0.8} coverage probability = 94.19%
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Measure(cm /cm’ )

4 PREe RETFRIFERIFEE) - FBL 79242
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B Hmy i omMom®e BlY 24 F AL 450 (BRI E=TFRE) o
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249 DAL FAFRA TR KEFRFEF B E L
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o E - 9 ih

Beimd Fa T e u R EADIRE S PIFEE P BL E 5 (coverage probability) ©
Vw VwPF17 VwPF20 | VwPF253 | VwPF27 Vwlbar Vw2bar VWlS(l;)al‘_V

MLR 95.01% 95.17% 95.01% 95.17% 95.17% 95.17% 95.06% 95.06%
94.95% 95.20% 96.46% 94.82% 94.57% 95.20% 95.20% 94.19%

RF 97.69% 96.82% 97.04% 97.09% 97.20% 96.82% 97.64% 97.91%
94.19% 95.33% 95.96% 94.44% 94.70% 94.95% 94.95% 94.07%

ANN 96.32% 96.93% 96.76% 96.49% 96.32% 96.38% 96.98% 95.28%
93.69% 94.70% 95.45% 94.19% 94.70% 94.57% 94.32% 95.08%
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Hishgl REBELATHL T IR KE LAPTHIFREEL - LREE P F
S EIEPAH 8 BARATE L DI REFL S RMSE TF L =R ARE o
& 2 PTF ¥7 Rosetta3 2. RMSE 4 {7 12 £ A B> ;8 531 > 4c@ 4.13 #7771 o

0.25¢
0.20¢
0.157 ° °
0 8
g
0.10 5
0.00| | | L .
MLR RF ANN Rosetta_3
Model

Bl 4.13 -4 >+ PTF £ Rosetta3 2 3£ 7K E B#HFL ERBIRIFRE) - WP e &

70

doi:10.6342/NTU202301530



7 e PTF o s 2 3 5k B e 194 » B = 5 84 7k £ (em’em’)

R 4137 g F 195 RMSE (nT 35iE ~ ¢ = #ie R A5k 0 B8
SRR L BELNLEAL PTF A2 RF 5 5k chPTR(Z30E 82 ¢ =8k | o
B A 5 ¥ MLR ~ ANN 4pif) > ¥ b » m#h £ 78— 6 54~ 2 PTF(MLR -~ RF ~
ANN) - # £ JLP &g iR+t Rosetta3 7] o

Wb % Rosetta fr & 2 PTF 30 2 3 (f-R o Sengg e 2% > P ¥ £E3 5
His BB ERY M2 2 F R EEYE(Fréchet distance)it (7t # o 2 F RS T

- A H AT A B AR 2 B Ap R opEd & € (Fréchet, 1906) « H -5 = 2
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7 Rawls et al. (1982) ~
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—

# 410RFAFRIEAFTE R IR Z KRB PNFL o T ihlc(6 BEFFHE) - = -
BREGtep cBcE AL BT R A S LS RIS
Vw VWPF17 | VWPF20 @ VwPF253  VwPF27 | Vwlbar | Vw2bar lesgar_v
RMSE | 0.036 0.029 0.023 0.009 0.014 0.027 0.022 0.015
(em¥em®|  0.044 0.032 0.027 0.016 0.019 0.032 0.026 0.018
R? 0.76 0.77 0.84 0.98 0.94 0.69 0.45 0.43
0.64 0.70 0.77 0.91 0.88 0.54 0.26 0.23
Wik 4784 410 HRF AT F W o S r v & 3k £ (VWPF253) 1% 4
R R HONIERIA TR > —lbar e IR EC H R HFRS
3?:’?4%%@“ —2~—1Sbar h M KB H S SR AP AR o FLE 2R A
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BrEmrep ot BT RA AL DRE R
Vw VWPF17 | VWPF20 | VWPF253 | VwPF27 | Vwlbar | Vw2bar VWIS(';’”—V
RMSE | 0.036 0.024 0.023 0.013 0.015 0.014 0.008 0.003
(em¥em®|  0.043 0.030 0.027 0.020 0.021 0.023 0.015 0.008
R 0.77 0.84 0.84 0.95 0.93 0.92 0.94 0.97
0.65 0.73 0.77 0.87 0.84 0.76 0.76 0.85
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46 BRI PTF 2 2 IR
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A PTF) 74k 2 3 ok b S0 50 FE A 47 0 B ™ 3 R @ik 2 7 F
AT T HAERIm s kR o TP AL ¥ B 8d F 4] PTF &2 2.4) PTF 0% 78
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