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2.1, HIZ2+=H &4l =¥ &

HZ24M 2 2ddMes 5§ &8 EXE JHEsHA 21, X2 XA e Ue=z2F

B =& E2XE FHsH = v25d g5 2x FH dHoZ2+s SAHY od
2ofollM H&Est HE FZH(smoothed kernel estimation)Zt k-nearest neighbor

estimation S0l HEMoZ A= A=, ol& X X|AXRL| Esdo AlEE A

T= Hel gle Agolct o AFoMeE HZFH =HE 22X FHS

HE F=H g (smoothed kernel estimation)S O &5tHch TEst 714 4

Azo AHYE &rE /AXAZI = ALY o FHOE YN =E 2

& of|

Atst= ol sl &= CHParzen, 1962).
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CIHE M 228 J1Y6l= 20 <

F=H Z9(maximum likelihood estimation model)ot= 2| CHHEZF student-t EEZE
718 8HA = chMcLachlan, 1992). zlHif % F& =ZH3le| Xfol= E&2 SHXIIF L
ofet 2R SAH X[ 2MEXof e 22AME TE = dct= Holch &2
=7t 2 Z=2, student-t 2x= M7 2zo| H2Z5t0d & 2Eol ZIIt FAISHA
LEEtLEX 2 E2571 &2 dRode FHURE FH RHO FHAE =FE + AU
7] 2o Hcf L2 Z3E UEWE HezZ 242X JcHMclachlan, 1992

SpatialModels Inc., 2004).

3. A
of eAFolAl HMotst PEu| Jgh 27bx] Y| MK XE 8DE s 19984 8
Y oS0 HEETE e M TS Y FIIT IE XA SHEE 22
Aodg oz Al A7E FYsiUCh Mok 2Hel M8 s Fortran Tz

2ol Spatial Prediction Modeling System(SpatialModels Inc., 2004)2 O &35t Ct A}
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H AFE Sall Metet o|2el A MBniMolAMe HE JitsAdnt 2o HlWo
st =2l & st stct

712 5 XY AledFols HIEY XNEZ AN BRE, EAETE ASY K=
2 0E AH 2| AlH 2| E ol 85tch A H|WE /s FEHSE 22 A
ool ARoE Ust X2 E 0| S5t

F ool [AtMe| H|E & HZA X2 Chung et al(2002)2l matching rate
£ =tatel R AFZ(similarity rate: SR)2 delstl A MSHACE FALE AdtS fl6l, F
Do Fokd EELOIAM A9 FUM S5 5%EZE EF £ S22 LALEL F
Aoz LIHX| d|F| ekX|edel 271 ZelAz FEES SiCh olzst & 2HEH=Z
TEE 270e] ZHAE FEHS A, 38 F Zeha, & HF < ZHdA S 2
oMz FUX|dez FEX T Cf2 oM E HF SR bz 2= 2
e £ 27 Ech o|282H RAIE SR2 & 2E

Similarity rate in %

0 f f f f f
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Portion of the whole study area assigned as hazard in %

Fig. 1. Similarity rates for the Jangheung and Boeun areas.
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e B Aol RAES MWEH(Fg 1), MyHoR HE Ao 22 XY
2ot £ Lehde stelg & ook A9l 5%t 10% FoHN SIS MmEd IE
XA M= 2k 75%, 73%, 22 KoM 2F 52%, 65%=2 2+2t LIEtgtct ol= &
2 AoME H2SN FHN 2R Y 2D 22N oSN FY 2N 2Y

=
Zt RO olF sHe YHHoR HWsHy| fIste, dE2| ZE(validation)2 2

e

H LHALERE = ZM(Chung and Fabbri, 1999)2 =fA 35
Ct. o Zd|23M2 1A ftAtefel E2o| 7|ghsto A At=l=0, o] AFolA = &2
M 3 2 UHsS Sol dFueaMS ZASIAUCH THH QAR YRR E
of 22 &l F Jiel OAE2E LFOoA T Jie Og2 S, LeX O52
ZA3Boll AtEstdct T2l gz 238 XANEE @8 AERE, J2l1 sHE Xt
EE AT NEEM ALSSIAUCE

—— Predictive discriminant |
,,,,,,,,,,, analysis model L
—— Empirical likelihood ratio

| estimation model [

Prediction rate in %
o
3

100 :
90 +

80 +

e 704

=

P s — Predictive discriminant |~
c 50fF — /L — — — - — - — — — — — analysis model — —
2 — Empirical likelihood ratio

g VfF—ff--——-—m—~———~ estimation model - -1
3

[

30 ¢
20 +
10 §

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Portion of the whole study area assigned as hazard in %

(a) (b)

Fig. 2. Prediction rate curves for (a) Jangheung, (b) Boeun.
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