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B T HHAE S A0 X 5 [0 EV AR E K Bt W ERTEN

WA, RRF

(IR AT BE i 310029)

FEE: prif HUERHb R A R F R B e . BTN AR A H b 77 55 00 b
A FEE RN 330 ROA 5 B2 o FMURE4E (Rough Set, RS) PHe 1 3 ¢ 1] 5 #L ( Support
Vector Machine, SVM) #1454, $2: H T 3F RS H1 SVM %R i B3t 1 S 9000 ik, [k, 1) A
WARRIR I T RS I RBLHLR KO BE S S B 48 T GASA flifk SVM 25875, %
T5 % 1 e AT R AR F ) S AN R AR 0 BT, R T R A R AR R T AL G i e BOR
AT S R RS Yok 3, N AT RS 95 R IE X UL sk R AT 201, HIBRTUAR BN 845, R )5
AT G IR FEFRE S SVM (55 A 32 GASA fiifk SVM S50 % SVM 4711145, g s
PR H 7 S5 %) RS-SVM AN, 7 32 5 2 %o T M T R 3 DX v 4 EE b g 55 47
A, 5 A RS Z91Ri ) SVM HRUFN BP i 28 W 48 AR PPAN 25 SR E 47 %) bE , SVM BB BP 1 48
W £ RE TR () A S AR B S 15 A, HAFH IE B 2243531 R 100% F1 90% 5 RS-SVM #8557 (1% A 4§
PRECH 14 4 P IE# R 50510 100% , 85538, %07 58 1 RS AR iFMr 48 tn ks, SVM 3
NG B I B R (BRI T SVM S A [ s AERIORIT T30 B2 2 B, 38 5 TN R30% SV H Fir
Ak B b 7 SE T, LA LE BP A 28 I 25 T8 i B IE ARG 2, AT A A5OF T bR oA D b g S5 T
i, R B PR AL TR T

X 8O AT ARMEACH O HDBEER ; SR AL RERIX

hE 43S S158; TP18 XHktREG: A NEHS: 1000 -3037(2011)12-2141 - 14

HRIFEA P i B Al 25345 T K 2 7 0 el AU BT L SR AL B AT I, PR
P FEARRE HERT ARG A R P A e R B K SR IR o A L M ) 25
AN SR s A A PR A B A A, S T AR AR I R R TR Y B
B R HESE TR EAC e R, B PR AR B A P RE D B RO . B THAILANS B4
AR AR, E AN T B R GEEOR R BB A TR st iR it e e 2
WEHORIE T RO T2 453 2 AR eI ORI AL A A PP AR PR 7 B A A sl
& P (PEAME) FOFERS L, SRTTIEE BRI SN BT 25 6 M T 48 80, AR TR ARG 25 5 b T
SRR AT RE 7 B TT 5 Ry M1 R HTTIEL R IR, TR R R, B2 Ao W R
SO o NP2 28 AL BEARZE IR S 2R RE 1 SRR B , (ELAFAE W 28 25 R X AR A2 R il de D
FNZALRE ) 22 % — Lo LU ST IRIG BB o SCRFI) B HL( Support Vector Machine ,SVM) f&F
20 fit42 90 AFACH I Vladimir N. Vapnik S582 H (19, 22 T 4eitaa 2 BIE 1 — R i L d o
T3k B TR A KU B/ MR S B2 B KBS, de /N, S5 i Ak R 1 o 22 0 45 ) [
A )L, L R F AR IR0 3 A B S A A )

RS EMA: 2011-03—15; {&iTAHP: 2011-08-15,
FE—EHE RN WL (1967— ), 5 VPG LA b5, 3220 A - ) P R0 | 9 R PP A7 T - b U A T
4WF9Y . E-mail: maplhs@ 163. com
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FE,SVM BPEREM T I LS4 (HE, HET SVM S50 $E 3 2R E L i fil 5., 18
BT SVM SE0GEFE LT I % MG AR (Rough Set, RS) #IE/2 H I 22 B°F K Z. Pawlak
T 1982 4F4H2 H 1) — P AL B S S M AN 8 M OB T BN TR BT E 405 8 X TR 19
FRAT BRI S, e PR B S A S AT T B 7 AL 1 3ok A5 R fe /N s, R FE
AR 2 (R AR DG 2R | NG B0 B0 R s BB i /N U] , AT ZEATL 8 2% 2T DR AT 1o 4 1l
SESTRASE) T 2 RN L RSO RS BE AN SVM AHSE A, 1S T RS Rl SVM ARifEAR
FH H 7 S PE M 7 7, [RI B X SVM S48 3 15 1) &, A1) 352 4% 357 ( Genetic Algorithms,
GA) M By 34718 L 45 H AR BLIB K ( Simulated Annealing, SA)"' A HE R 2 Wh 451, 32 i
GASA ffpfk SVM 5533, S0 SVM S50 A S Ak 5 . 120716 8 Je e i S b vk H b
TIEEFATN PRI ZR 3R T, R M R A FEAS S B e 8 BORIE PEA 25 3 4 RS
IR, FH RS @ ML ik it AT @ 20 a1, S BR TUAR W PEN F8 A5 , 2R I K 29 11 I B H8 An A
 SVM %A 32 T GASA ik SVM S50 5535 1 5 SVM, g 37 RS-SVM IPAN BT, 4745
AR b S SE M o 228062 7 2 RN T R 3ok DX bR v A% FH ) S8 P, - L4
REARH RS 2y () SVM F1 BP it 2 N 2% 7 1k W PEAN 25 SR b 47 B3¢0 B, B ik 32 7 1k 1 AT
MR S, DU AR st S PR SR A — Ao k.

L i S e A ]

JEPEL RS R IR L DNAEZ — o ERTERFHE R RE M /K skfe ) A2
MIETER T, MBR A A A EZ M ITRE M. [FERAER R —INRKEERS=(U,CUD),
Hp U AR RE, C EFMEMESE, D ZURIESE, BRI C 5 D ZA)
WHEE v (C,D) N ERETHE S, MER C hrItRENE. FH PCC, % y(P,D) =y(C,D),
HYP' CP,y(P",D)#y(P,D) ¥k P& C)—1> D 2,

YY1 F AME— , B ZE I S HRE R IT A 2R el /N2 T #E NP-hard [R]85, H AT,
HLRE B S8 P2 7 vk A 25 R AL Johnson 0488 vE" " B ME T B &0
HAEBARARED Bk A RGARDY PR ShALRY 4L
Gk MRk Y A L g5 R S S A T A T 20 R R, e I R MR X 4
PRABGHATAGTRE , i 22 A S/ T G 28 (e B> FE 2R 28 S 29 1T ) |, 2 TSR A B3 s 1k
2T . 95 RAE BORBE R R e, Had RN RS (AT DR R Fir g 2 a7 . A
SCHE T Rosetta Fi4f 3 B 50055 RS 2 T An A B b ) S5 PP F b o
2 SCHRIM R
2.1 1R SVM 48k

SCHFIA R AP I EEA AR X TR IREARER T=1{ (x,,y,),(x5,5,) 5, (x,0) | H:
Hra,eRy, e fl, =1} Gl —DAELRPEBUS G (- ) K o, BB S4ERFIE 25 (3] ( Hilbert
23 0]) | FFAERXANRRAE 23 (8] ke B — > RERE VI 2 A B v (%) 7 28 i o8 4 TE A 40, T HL %2
A3 25MIE 2/ | w || S RM BRI K1, Bl w « ¢ (x) +b =0, FrifE SVM 38 53 3K fif
%) AR A E w F1 b

min% lwll® + C;g

st oy lw-dp(x,) +b] =1 -§
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A& it As s, C IR 24
A1) BIXEIE N

O0<a,<C (i=1,-,0) (2)
KL K(x,,x,) =d(x;) - d(x;) MZRE. BT R REE: > e 10 2 LRSS,
T4 Ry A PREZ AL ML RE SR 2 T BB 148855 , R ARAS2% 2T Be 1 RNz AL RE J1 B i A% pR L, A
SCHE FH R R A R RIS U A ) A R 4 SRy A pR B 4 B Z2 I A 45 A B ) TR B A% pRVBIC
B K (o) =r(w, »o; + 1)+ (1 =r)exp (= || v, —x; || */0”) , o o Ry R ide i 3 4% 58
FE,r(0Osr<< 1) SR R W42 ) S A% F 2 0 =R Ve RN R B SR (2) 15 IR gl

1
o' =(a) e ) D =y, - Ty K(3.%) .0 <oy <C, MITREUIEEI/(v) =

sgn [ 2 yiai*K('xi’x) +b° ] o
2.2 ZE5HIFMZE SVM

TESEBRI A YN GRRE A i 1E 5P 28 O B A AN 4 4, 3 B P AR 1 SVML 432805
?’z\tiﬁﬁﬁj\%@,Xiﬁﬁ,'ﬁ%*ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%@mﬁlﬁ]E"J%i‘ﬁi}}ﬁ C ¥ FEREALE Z A5 32k
BREE/N  REA R R DR B R 2L K N IE AP A B iR R, 4 C, =
l l

€, Co=C LR SRR IES MG FE AR, BEI, hrifie SVMARAE Rt B (1)

A8
min > fwl?+C. Y E+C T g
y=1 y=-1
st oy lw-dp(x) +b] =1 -§ (3)
§1i207 (" :1"“’1)
HXHEL AN
1 1 l
maxZa —%2 Zyy/K(x x;) oy
| izl =i
I
s. L. Zyiab- =0 (4)
i=1
Osao,=sC,, vy =
O, sC, y,=-1

2.3 SVM $EHEHE

SVM J5 B2 Aub P 21 [ 14, T W A FH b ) SR RPN s T 22 28 20 Il , DAt , o R
A SVM 2355y 2051k, HT, SVM 23603 H 05 ik R 8 AT —J0d — 25 | — K3 A 2k
BT PSR TR e R i JCER IR Y A S R DAY Meary 950 A %
XEARIGTERS T M 253 2811 K i MASPIZE 3 2R, IS [, mT T R MU RS dl
(HE , HE mU2 2B I, e — I YN GRAE AR K R T HAB S YN e A 1 S, 3
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I ZRAEAS ] AN 23 B 7 52 ) 73 SR BE o Ak B Pl I ZRAE A [B) AN A7, 7l R FH 2 53 b £
SVM fifthe o ASSCRFH— 2R3k, KB PR

(1) 5 MBERIEINGET = | (x,0,) -, (3,00 |, Kl e Ry e {1,000,
M.

(2) Xfj =1,  MBTUTER ACH ) BRI JEHRI M - 1 EFAE 2, Wi

!
FHRMA(4) BIRMEN o« = (a0 ) JH" =y - X yia Kx,x5) .0 <o <
i=1

CRBUSRRELS (2) = sgn (& (2)), Hrh g (x) = nyiai*K(xi,x) +b7

(3) HEiA x B TH T2, J 2 g’ (0) 8" (x) PIRKH M Ebr.
2.4 SVM SHH) GASA L &%

F 2. 1Rl DA 34 ) AR A 4 B 22 3T XA 2 5 P PR SR 6 e RO A% R Y
SVM 732K 8547 3 DS RS o o FIEESISEL Co o FEE AR A B 7w 4E
AR 23 (] o AR RS2 R L, r DRE 1 ST AR 1) R A% R 22 T XA TR A A R R B9 LU, T A2
TIB R C R FEAERRE 17 Ik 2 [ rP 3 2 > BIL A B8 i LA 22 6 XU 1) B 491 % o
I, EATHIZEROR A SVM BIZ AL RE 1 F027 ) 880 A BRI 52 e . HLAIT, SVM S50k 5 T5
W EEA R (FF25) 7 ke TR IR UEE T MR A R I R
FEFIR ORI RESE Y R SR A S GA B Wy AL R P Y SRk
FERR AL S 1 —Fh e R T RN R AL L o SA J22E T Mente Carlo JESRAF Y
— R R AR AR R AL . CA BAARURA A RAE R ERE , (EAE S Br B v 5 B2l 8, T
A LA BE A 3 R AR H R TR AR . AR SCHI GA IR AT R A5 A AR
KSA BIMERRREBRRIE , 211 GASA fliflk SVM S45 122, X SVM & sS4 o o FIERTI 2
BC =ASHOE T, AL BRANE

(1) #EMA SVM 28 o v C BUETEH , I PR B2 R %S 1 & Vo

(2) BE GA I SA S8, WIRALRIEE po , T4 k=0,

(3) FIAAREA A AR RGETTZH C (8 0 Bl i 70 oML FE ™ SRk il (4) 5

B AR RS = .
> [ =) T

(4) R p, PGS APRIETT SA %, ¥ 75, 1 SA MRS 7 e B A BTASA V, (k) =
V.(k—1) +né, Fop n ARSI B0, & WREHLAR SN B s ARJS 10 IE A 53 1 1
2% ACHEEEZ A P =minl 1, exp ( = AC/1,) %5 P. > random[ 0,17, JiLHF M KEALIH
AR, T RS

(5) S py A PAHEE I 1E F1 KB N HEI: , SR B srate YT 6400 M3 97 FE 411 0
A BRI A AR n(n = int (popsize x srate) ) , FKE A M P 0  BL AV 15 54 31
T AR B py .,

0.3(f =fue)
-,
(6) n WM p, HPEEHLIERE P MR LIS SR p, = s =oin
O' 9 ’ f<fm:g

SZ e
‘AT
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o poimfits(x,;)
WA SR U = s matel) s (mate2))  fg = 251 BGBRIE AR

PIHT I RIEAN R pyy Y, DARSF RIS AN AS
0.099(f -1...)
0.1 -————=, f=/, .
(7) ESMAE)p, = Sowe = Jrain XTLBR(O) AT AR
0.1, S < e
IR AR B E RN RE by o
(8) MR ekE 1, = vr, 47T SA 1Bl
(9) # O R B R RACEL maxgen , M Z IR AR, WA E =k + 1,%0
BR(4),

3 JLT RS A SVM ARl I3t SR 0P ik

BT TR EAS B 720 R BEBGE A 1545 , B 5 PO B0 A AR A, R TR
BERTA AL LA AR AR AN AT DN, i 5 A 15 A A FH 20 (EL R o, R0 T 080 2 e A il
TSRO PP E R A RS BRI, N RS TR PR 2 fay J5 ik BEAT IR PR 20 ), RO UAR P
WrAEAR , SRIG S TS O AR SVM YRR, JHREAS I GRSz RS-SVM PR RERL, X34
BICH S R IAT AN o BAREERANE -

(1) PERIHREAR b S FN 5

(2) B PPUT FICANTRARAE A RAE A2, AR AR RN 3T I

(3) Ml PFU R bRAE T o ERR

(4) RVEE BRI E R , X8 7 98 A A AR I s BEA T B BIAL , )P s e fe A
FEBANETE 25 2R M RS PSR

(5) iz Rosetta Fdla /i P55 LN RS B RAEAT IR YR LT, B BRICAR I IE A
EiE 28

(6) FIZfaiJa (O PEO FEAR Bt A4 BORIE PR 45 2R, T SVMREARSE I 0 1l
IZRREA B AR AL PR o

(7) i8] GASA ik SVM S BE0E FHIZRREA SR XT SVM ZE17I1 2%, i 57 RS-SVM ¥4
B I PR A SRR RE

(8) FIM RS-SVM PEANBLRIR R PR SAICAY 3 1 SE AT AN

4 NS

4.1 FHREXEFR

FEIRIX (120°42'~120°47'E ,27°58"~28°09" N ) Hit b i JH 17 7 &%, B VT T 3% N B L 4%
e v X SR T, B G R DX, VY K R AUBRRYT 5k s BAREE B 16 A L1
ANEE, IR T R APl . 2R P 41,43 km, fILYE 20. 65 km, 2 7R
FE— Vb 1) B Kk, A M0 A 294, 38 km® . A P L ) A R A, VR T 2 ~
858 m, MBS AY FELONAR L Fe b P DR MEVR S 05 A R A TR R KU, H IR,
AR A SR, AR Y H B T 850 h, AR 18 C LR H (1 A) F AR
7.6 C 5 (7 H) B 27 C  ihid w413 °C L, omRAKiRE -4.5 C4ET0/
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280 d, 4E¥REK TR 1 150 mm, 43475 & i 894 mm, 2 XATZL4E HE L 9 L AUKRE 1 4 4
T, FEARAEY KA N T AR, #kE 2008 4RI, 42 XA b 1 AR
2 937.33 hm’, i T SR FHAD 9. 98% , 2 A 69. 98 x 10* A, AXg#FHb 0. 004 2 hm® | #f1 [X
A7 EE (GDP) 286. 93 x 10° JG, B M A 31.96 x 10° JT, S48 e & 34 AT 32 il fig A
26 70350, & R AT 4EIA 11 296 JG,
4.2 RAEXKBERTENEFHRHRE

FRPEAREAR HH N7 A% | 3 i 2 PR R S R A 255 20 BT i s o A HH b T
PRIZR OS2 AY ¢, I ¢, ATRH T IKAL ¢ MERBRAJE o) GRS o5 BHZIREE ¢ .
HHZ M ¢ Z5TE oy .pH {H o PHES T 3CH 1 o) KSR o) AV ¢y AR ¢y
BB ¢, FHEST (SRBTR) BB TT o5 T HITHEAR , W EEFRHEAR AR PN FRAR A 2R
4.3 TFMBETHHE

PR UEAR FH A - SR SR PR BT, 4 B QT VLAS bR A H Ml i A 5 5
B RAEARIIEY (LR RIFRCHIE) ) BER , X EEIR X 246. 78 hm® AR FH AT L ) 4%
HORE B A RS 20 A b ZARFPRE A H 18 A IR EHE 2 1,
4.4 IEHFEITMEREE

TR T Al JR) 2008 4F ) B RE 3k DX A o A FH b T R - RE 55000 , AR 40 CRILTE ) 1 119 4%
VPN FEFRA 7 BE I 43E (3R 1) AR & KA 5030 0 B9 & Fe brA i (3R 2) , W 98 BOR %
TS LREMZE MR E (AN IFT = Y (F, xw,) , R IFT bRk H L34 b 4
B F, o, 5305 L AT RS AR 1A 77 RE TP A (BB ) |, A CRILYE ) i 2 1) A 4k T
M SERARN PR UE (3R 3) P T REIR DXAR HEAR ) A 25 LA R ) S5k (R 4) o i
4 AL BEIRIX 246. 78 hm® ARUEA H b 2 2% [ 85. 46 hm”, |5 34. 63% ;3 2% H119. 66 hm”,
5 48.49% ;4 2% M 25.33 hm’, 5 10. 26% ;5 2% 16.33 hm’, 5 6. 62% .
4.5 tHIEEREHEAE
4.5.1  Bdl Bk & RS P Rk g

NN TR AR AE BRI (2 1) X045 BRI 558 (3% 4) AT g i, R B ik
SIREORE PN A5 R i RS PR R (£ S5)
4.5.2 RS PR EEIELM

1z B 22 AR D R R IR BB 2 B HE N LG VR F & 1) Rosetta 448 43 40 44455
REEX RS PR RS T IR IR LY 1], BIERTCARAE AR OKIEPEER SR o)) J5 , 19 B MBS ¢, |
PR ) AT KAL ¢ HURERATLE ¢ AT o; BHRIREE oo BHEFTHE ¢, 455 g .pH (H
co JHESFAHAT ¢ AW ¢y AR ¢y TR ¢ FIHEDT (BB ) fETT ¢)514 DB PR
4.6 RS-SVM T 18RI 3 ST
4.6.1 RS-SVM 1FM AR REA AR

FIHT RS J& PEL {5 PN Ta bn Bs S5 18 BOFE PN 45 51 # 1 RS-SVM PEM BRI A
Ko BEPRUEL T 5900 2 BIREANE R IEZR (RAIFREA 1), HR A R 128 (ZilbrR
BN - 1) M BUREAAR , LA Y RS-SVM 4325 #Lid ly RS-SVM2, [F] 3 [ 15 RS-SVM3 RS-
SVM4 F1 RS-SVMS5 [yHEASE . I 20 > AErPigss 10 MEAR( LS 1.2.3.8.9.10.14
16 .18 .20) {2k RS-SVM I ZRFEA (BERRUN ZRAEAC T 25 Fh SE B W AR, PLBSRRIR 1)t
HIETEN) , HAR 10 MHEAR (LS 4.5.6.7 11,12 13 15 17 19) VERMNEKFEAS, T
i RS-SVM #E A1 PERE
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F1 HIERERBNDERTNIERETENHE
Table 1  Productivity value of productivity evaluation factors of standard cultivated land in Zhejiang Province
AL ¢, K- J5 T A5 i [
SME 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.3
) <3 3~6 6~10 10~15 15~25
SME 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.4 0.1
L5 T KA ¢3/em <20 20 ~ 50 50 ~ 80 80 ~ 100 >100
SME 0.1 0.4 0.7 1.0 0.8
HRBRAE ¢y/ % <10 10~25 >25
SHE 1.0 0.5 0.2
F ALY c AA' f[p];}v_'cc A:if’(';_cc A-[B]C-C i:ii:g AC
ARl 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.1
HHZIEEE ¢/ cm <8.0 8.0~12 12~16 16 ~20 >20
I 0.3 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.0
B2 5T e it + i+ i+ Wt
axicl 1.0 0.9 0.7 0.5
Z5TE ¢/ (g/em’) 0.9~1.1 1.1~1.3,<0.9 >3
aRicl 1.0 0.8 0.5
pH {f ¢ 6.5~7.5 5.5~6.5 7.5~8.5 4.5~5.5 ;iz
ARk 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.4 0.2
PR T 5S4t ¢yo/ (emol/kg) <5 5~10 10~15 15~20 >20
ARk 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.0
IKIEPERR B ¢/ ( g/kg) <l 1~2 2~3 3~4 4~5 >5
XL 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.1
AL ¢/ (g/'kg) >40 30 ~40 20~30 10~20 <10
AME 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.5 0.3
AR ¢13/ (mg/kg) 30 ~40 20 ~30 >40,15~20 10~15 5~10 <5
AME 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.2
PR ¢4/ (mg/kg) >150 100 ~ 150 80 ~ 100 50 ~80 <50
AME 1.0 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.3
(ST RE ) s — H%;ﬂi;daﬂku% o704 —HZF_HHEH s — Hz‘%’\fliozdaﬂku%
ARk 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2
R2 WNIARERBMASERITMIERNE
Table 2 Weight value of productivity evaluation factors of standard cultivated land in Zhejiang Province
PN R AR WE || SRR WE || iEH547 W || TR FE RS HWE || R E
WA ¢, 0.17 iﬁgﬁag 0.06 || HfZBiHhc;  0.08 g%jy‘ﬁ 0.08 || AR ci3 0. 04
B o 0.05 || BIEHE s 0.03 || A e 0.04 g Cﬁ:lﬁ‘%e 0.04 || HALH ey 0.06
Ef%?/k 0.05 || BHZIEEE s 0.07 || pHAA ¢ 0.06 || BHLE ¢\ 0.07 i;fgy,é;ijﬁ 0.10
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R3 MNIAMERBEMHNFRLSIRE

Table 3 Determining standard of productivity grade of standard cultivated land in Zhejiang Province

HFR iR A RS
1 g% =0.90
—%&H
2 W 0. 80 ~0. 90
3% H 0.70 ~0. 80
A
4 %M 0. 60 ~0. 70
5 9 H 0. 50 ~0. 60
=AW
6 2 H <0.50

R4 BN R RARER B NFERLTNIERS ERIBRETNER
Table 4 Index value of productivity evaluation of standard cultivated land of Lucheng district of Wenzhou city and

its evaluation results of integrated productivity factors method

A BERHAFE o o o o s ¢ ¢ g G Cp € 3 Gy € géj); ;;jfij
1 5 RIS HH MR 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.8 0.5 1.0 5% 10.93
2 T B R 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.2 0.4 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.5 0.2 5% 5.40
3 bR T Y 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.7 0.2 3% 10.20
4 R P TS R 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.2 3% 13.53
5 AN IpAA 0.7 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.9 1.0 0.7 0.4 3% 5.67
6 YA~ Ha R 0.7 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.8 1.0 0.9 0.2 3% 14.20
7 I VT4 7 W 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.1 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.2 3% 21.73
8 AE/NE M 0.7 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.1 0.9 0.5 1.0 0.4 0.1 1.0 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.2 4% 2533
9 XL /N L 1.0 0.8 1.0 0.5 0.1 0.9 0.5 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.2 3% 0.80
10 TERT G BEEmR 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.9 0.4 3% 23.53
11 AR 5 BER 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.9 0.4 2% 12.67
12 BERFIE R 1.0 0.8 0.4 0.2 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.5 0.9 1.0 3% 8.47
13 AT 7 R 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.6 2% 4.47
14 TR AL MR 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.8 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.7 0.9 0.6 2% 3.53
15 EPF IR FEIR 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.6 2% 16.33
16 AT T e 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.0 0.6 2% 6.27
17 AT I 75 W 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.6 2% 11.53
18 TR TR I 5 W 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.9 1.0 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.9 1.0 1.0 32 21.53
19 PSR H iR 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.8 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.6 2% 7.13
20 THEATF LU AR Wi 1.0 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.6 2% 23.53

4.6.2 #57 RS-SVM PEH A

H Visual C ++6. 0 gifEsL8 GASA fiifk SVM S8, HES8 Coo F1 r WHUETE
B8 [1,1000] .[0.1,10]F1[0,1.0], HAth ZH5% BN popsize = 200, srate = 0.9 ,t, =
10 000,v =0. 85, maxgen =80, iz i GASA fifk SVM S8 8095 1] RS-SVM YIIZEEEA X SVM
HEATYIZ5 , 55 RS-SVM2 . RS-SVM3 . RS-SVM4 F1 RS-SVM5 PEM I HAf b S50 C .o Fl r
PIRALME R 2R 2% MSE fn5k 6,
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Table 5 Decision table of RS
THS  REREAR € & ¢ ¢ € C € Cg C € € Cp €3 €y ¢5 d
1 5 e R IR o 0 o0 1 o 1 0 1 1 2 0 3 2 0 3 5
2 TR 2 R 1 1 o 1 o0 1 o0 1 o0 1 O0 2 2 0 0 5
3 RVG T R 3 1 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 0 2 3 1 0 3
4 S Ap 3 1 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 1 ©0 3 2 2 0 3
5 I VLG 2R 2 1 o 2 2 2 1 1 1 20 2 4 1 1 3
6 I 1A= M i 2 1 0 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0o 1 4 2 o0 3
7 I YE4 7 R 3 1 0o 2 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 1 2 2 0 3
8 ZUGH/NEJEER 2 1 0o 2 o0 2 0 2 1 o0 0O 2 0 2 0 4
9 XU /N B 3001 1 1 o 2 o0 2 1 2 ©0 2 2 2 0 3
10 e G FEmT 31 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 1 0o 3 1 2 1 3
11 FERF IS PEBT 3 1 0 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 0 3 1 2 1 2
12 HENF B 31 0 O 2 2 1 2 1 2 0 2 0 2 3 3
13 T e BT 31 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 o0 3 3 2 2 2
14 FEMFL F BT 31 0 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 o0 2 1 2 2 2
15 TR I PR BT 31 0 2 2 1 12 1 2 0 2 2 2 2 2
16 THERE T EmT 31 0 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 o0 3 3 3 2 2
17 TR I 75 T 31 0 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 o0 3 2 2 2 2
18 THE R V0 % 1 1 0 1 1 o 1 2 2 3 o0 0 3 3 3 3
19 T i T T 31 0 2 3 1 o0 1 2 2 o0 2 3 3 2 2
20 TR 1L AR T 31 0 2 2 2 1 0O 1 2 0 3 4 2 2 2
%6 SVM HEIFI RS-SVM B SH R ILE
Table 6  Optimizing value of SVM model parameters and RS-SVM model parameters
s SVM # 7 RS-SVM #7
- SVM2 SVM3 SVM4 SVM5 RS-SVM2 RS-SVM3 RS-SVM4 RS-SVM5
C  430.4427  445.5284  292.1666  398.1265  439.9672  439.0227  204.0597  476.534 8
o 5.702 7 7.626 9 5.5384 6.3115 7.2778 6.480 5 4.896 2 7.9217
r 0.000 1 0. 000 7 0. 000 0 0. 000 0 0.000 1 0.000 1 0.000 0 0. 000 0
VSE 9.7258x 5938 1x  1.6601x  1.1222x  6.3372x  7.2735x  1.0634x  1.088 1 x

107° 107° 108 108 107° 107° 1078 108

4.7 RS-SVM MR KR 5% — SVM #1 BP #EZ WM& IEN LRIt E

I E YN Z07 1) RS-SVM2 RS-SVM3 \RS-SVM4 Fl RS-SVM5 PEM #1750 %t RS-SVM il
FEARAT g () (HITH, H g (x) THEAEM RS-SVM PEM 4R LK 7,

i RS-SVM PRI RIAE AR B 18 5325, I RS 2RI HT 15 SRR 158 bRkt 5 48 Bofn ik
TR 25 3 SVM2 SVM3 [ SVM4 FI SVMS PFM A RIFEASE . 16 H 5 RS-SVM -4 4 [F]
TS REARNES SVM YRR FIHRFEA . BIESE C oo Bl r BYEUE T B K popsize
srate 1, v maxgen ZEBUETR RS-SVM PEM IR, 32 B GASA fiifk SVM 245875 ] SVM
YIGRFEANT SVM #1711 45, 15 5] SVM2 (SVM3 SVM4 I SVM5 FEM 8L HARL S8 C o
A r AL 2R 25 MSE N3k 6, A 22kl SVM2 SVM3 [SVM4 Fil SVMS5 14
BEAIX) SVM IUIRKFEA AT g (o) fEITER, H g (2) THEAEA SVM PPN EE R LR 7,
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Table 7 Comparison of Evaluation results of SVM method and RS-SVM method

L, JREOE SVM & RS-SVM 7%
s Sgp SVM2  SVM3  SVM4  SVM5  ZZ%  RS-SVM2 RS-SVM3 RS-SVM4 RS-SVM5  Z5:2%
4 3% -1.108 1.18 -0.963 -0.981 3% -1.110 1.095 -0.966 -0.931 3%
5 3% -0.303 -0.122 -0.907 -0.754 3%  -0.292 -0.078 -0.916 -0.720 3%
6 3  -0.510 0.114 -0.839 -0.700 3%  -0.515 0.058 -0.848 -0.648 3%
7 3%  -0.632 0.232 -0.788 -0.663 3%  -0.652 0.141 -0.796 -0.612 3%
11 2% 0.075 -0.173  -0.938 -0.947 2% 0.099 -0.206 -0.946 -0.865 2%
12 3%  -0.413 -0.066 -0.792 -0.551 3%  -0.393 -0.206 -0.775 -0.541 3%
13 2% 0.746 -0.721 -1.024 -1.026 2% 0.753 -0.710 -1.025 -1.020 2%
15 24 0.581 -0.618 —1.011 -0.967 2% 0.562 -0.619 —1.015 -0.990 2%
17 2% 0.653 -0.712 -1.031 -1.005 2% 0.654 -0.676 —1.038 -1.002 2%
19 24  -0.018 —0.678 -0.843 -0.789 2% 0.097 -0.437 -0.842 -0.656 2%

FIF RS IR 15 DIFHHEPREIR 5 ORI TN 45 51, L L RES8 b5 20 (B BP 4
LR (LA, DA I I S 900 g BP W28 2% (ko B E AR S50, 450 2 2%, T i
(1,0,0,0) ;354 3 &, Wl i 45(0,1,0,0) 5454 4 4, Mk 4 (0,0,1,0) 54574 5 4, Ul
H49(0,0,0,1) , #it BP M MAEMERIREALE . YRS RS-SVM PRM 4 A - AE SRR A
YEJ9 BP M2 W26 B R AR R RE AR o VI ZRREAS , Ve 4% S AT R B0 o
sigmoid PR¥Y, FUZLE BN 5, BRI L5 H4 J 15-5- 4, S RN 2Ry K 7 000 000, 24k 22 %5k
a 7 0.95, F3]R g Ay 0.4 ety 3 )2 BP Mg R4 d s BP M MR, BP
M2 M2 ZR)5 15225 MSE 2 0. 000 362 216 3., UMK AEA HEAR S A o VI 255 9 26 1)

A AT H M A A HR AR 8

®8 BPHEMBKKITMER

Table 8 Evaluation results of BP networks method

£ [k GIPN BP M43k
TR

HR bt HR
4 3% 0. 000 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 3%
5 34 0. 001 0. 985 0. 000 0. 001 34
6 3% 0. 000 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 3%
7 34 0. 000 1. 000 0. 001 0. 000 34
11 2% 0.302 0. 730 0. 001 0. 000 3%
12 34 0. 000 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 34
13 24 0. 994 0. 005 0. 000 0. 000 2%
15 2 2% 0. 985 0.013 0. 000 0. 000 2 2
17 24 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 24
19 2 2 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 2 2

T AIE ), SVM 1% [ RS-SVM 1% 5 45 BOF0 3% 09 P 25 2R 58 @A ], SVM 3% F RS-
SVM WL HPFHT IER 3450 100% , &Ml 1t RS J& PR 5, SVM P08 B2 0 B0 A AR, B
AT RASE T PR R bR, B SVM TR 28 I, $R DI Rl 1, Dl A U ki ] s SVML T
PRUEAS F L ) S AN R AT R0, PR . 3R 8 I H, BP M M 2%k S 45
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BOMRE RPN G R IR — B M 1A (1L 5) RRER PR A RAAT [, BP 1t 22 R 2855 PEAY
IERFRN 90% o HIMEAT UL, 15 BP $lZ2 R 5L AH L, SVM 12 YDA 45 50 SE v vl S, st P9 2
SVM wiflit 1 BP 2[4 b i A Ry il /N ARGk , AT LE BP 1t 222 R 28 SO PERE
BRPOTEAA SR . 25 Bl RS TR PR )ik th T RETE RS H B R G 2K e

AR T, 4 AR B YE, ol T 290 (i 8) PR bR RS-SVM kil HI P4 i
BTt e A L 3 P . SVM JEFI BP 122 W) 283425 ] FF3F 48 45 C i 8 A9 8 3 g
PO (EE SVM Tt ) PR BAT L BP MR W 2% B RS 2 . R BRI B IR 2,
TR, B2 LA AR 25055 R ZE 0 , il T B0 S0 i Bk st 7 94
FAFAN 45 R A RS PSR, NIHT RS J@ LY 1 5 35 X VA8 b R 47 24 187 (8 ) AR 48
o SVM L EL BP 22 28 5 I AR O R T

5 &g

FIXF SVM SRR ZEFE R, AT GA A9 FRAT I 3R S5 H A SA I BE R SR B ARR I, R 11 1
GASA ffifl SVM SR S8 1 SVM 240 A sh i, S 7 A4 SVM 250
B T/ EAR MG e R SVM A RO T AT W25 27 ] Rl il ha5
B B AR AIZ ALRE T K SVM T T AR 4t ) S Gt , e A de ORI A 2t
S SVM PR LAY, AT ARGEHD 25 th R 5 PP BT L ) 2 5. K RS FE A
SVM FiZEfr 2 7T RS A1 SVM (Y FRHEA M Jy S0P 4 J5 . SO e R WA
it RS 2y 8 b, SYM AR BE R B FEAR, (RLB0AD 1 8 AR A i e, B AIR T
SVM fip A I s AERORI TR AT 2R b T N GRI ] s SVM I FAREAS 0 T3 S A, A
b BP 122 455 BT ORI
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Productivity Evaluation of Standard Cultivated Land Based on
Rough Set and Support Vector Machine

LAI Hong-song, WU Ci-fang
(College of Public Administration, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310029, China)

Abstract; Standard Cultivated Land (SCL) is the gem of all cultivated land, which is the key of
ensuring China’ s grain security. Scientific evaluating productivity of SCL has a significant sense
for improving soil productivity and improving soil of SCL. Integrated Rough Set (RS) theory with
Support Vector Machine (SVM) ,a productivity evaluation method of SCL based on RS and SVM
is proposed. Combining the parallel searching structure of genetic algorithms with the probabilistic
jumping property of simulated annealing, a GASA-optimized algorithm is put forward for selecting
of SVM parameters. In this new evaluating method, on the basis of determining productivity eval-
uation indexes of SCL, firstly the decision making table is constructed by using the sample data of
productivity surveying of SCL and its evaluation results of traditional integrated productivity factors
method, and the redundant indexes are removed through the exhaustive reducer of Rosetta soft-
ware which was jointly developed by Norwegian University of Science and Technology and Warsaw
University, then the reduced indexes are used as the input of SVM, finally, the SVM is trained
with the training samples through the GASA-optimized algorithm, and the RS-SVM evaluating
model of SCL is built. The method is tested on productivity evaluation of SCL of Lucheng District
of Wenzhou City, Zhejiang, and its results are compared with that of the SVM without RS reduc-
tion method and the BP networks without RS reduction method. The input indexes of the SVM
model and the BP networks model are both 15, With correct evaluating rate being 100% and 90%
respectively. The input indexes of the RS-SVM model are 14, whose correct evaluating rate is
100% . The results indicate that the suggested SVM method is of the same accuracy as the SVM
without RS reduction method,but it can reduce the dimensions of SVM input vectors and the com-
puting complexity of SVM, and raise the SVM training efficiency. The results also show that the
method which is used SVM can achieve greater evaluating accuracy than the BP networks without
RS reduction method. It is concluded that the suggested SVM method is feasible and effective in
evaluating productivity of SCL, and this method has explored a new way for evaluating productivity
of cultivated land.

Key words: productivity evaluation of cultivated land ; standard cultivated land ; Rough Set; sup-

port vector machine ; Lucheng District



